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The  substance  of  the  ensuing  letter  was  written  about  the  mid- 
dle of  last  June,  very  soon  after  the  appearance  of  Mr.  Parks' 
pamphlet,  entitled,  "  A  Vindication,"  &c.  and  was  thrown  into  a 
somewhat  different  form,  and  the  publication  of  it  was  contem- 
plated. But  the  opinion  of  several  friends,  that  Mr.  P.'s  pamphlet 
by  its  contradictions,  misrepresentations,  and  the  malignant  spirit 
it  breathed  throughout,  would  defeat  its  professed  object;  and  that 
nothing  he  had  written  was  of  sufficient  consequence  to  merit  so 
much  attention,  induced  the  author  to  delay  at  least,  if  he  should 
not  altogether  abandon  the  publication  of  what  he  had  written. 

More  recent  events,  however,  in  Mr.  P.'s  neighbourhood  have 
in  some  measure  operated  to  produce  the  belief,  that  it  may  be 
still  expedient  to  expose  that  production  completely.  Mr.  P.  it  is 
understood,  is  now  attempting  to  excite  the  sympathy  of  the  people 
of  the  toorld  in  his  favour,  the  church  having  lost  all  confidence  in 
him.  Believing  it  right,  that  honest  and  candid  men  of  every 
description  should  have  it  in  their  power,  by  the  possession  of 
facts,  and  the  exhibition  of  Mr.  P.'s  powers  and  habits  of  tergiver- 
sation, to  make  up  their  opinions,  definitely  and  decisively  on  this 
case,  the  present  publication  is  submitted  to  all  concerned  in  this 
affair,  but  with  a  particular  view  to  the  church  and  congregation  in 
St.  Bartholomew's  parish. 

August  15,  1822. 


A  CORRECT  VIEW,  &c. 


Dear  Sir, 

YOU  have  desired  my  observations  on  a  couple  of  pamphlets,  which  have 
lately  come  into  my  hands ;  the  one  entitled,  "An  Appeal,  &c.  with  Remarks 
on  that  Appeal  by  a  Friend  to  Truth ;"  the  other,  entitled,  "  A  Vindication, 
&c.  an  Apology,  &c.  a  Reply,  fee."  by  L.  D.  Parks.  You  rightly  judge,  that 
I  have  been  in  a  situation  which  well  qualifies  me  to  point,  out  the  errors  in 
relation  to  matters  of  fact,  which  are  contained  in  those  pamphlets,  and  that 
I  am  sufficiently  conversant  with  the  subject  of  which  they  treat,  to  detect 
the  fallacy  of  the  reasonings  attempted  in  them. 

With  as  much  brevity  as  is  consistent  with  the  claims  of  truth,  and  with 
the  object  of  giving  information  to  yourself  and  a  number  of  others,  who 
wish  to  become  acquainted  with  the  true  state  of  the  controversy  between 
the  Rev.  L.  D.  Parks  and  the  Congregational  Association  of  South-Carolina, 
I  proceed  to  comply  with  your  request.  As  I  have  come  into  possession  of 
all  the  documents  on  this  subject,  such  as  letters,  fee.  it  will  be  the  more  in 
my  power  to  satisfy  your  mind  than  if  I  was  constrained  to  rely  on  memory 
alone. 

The  first  pamphlet,  entitled,  "  An  Appeal  from  the  Charges  of  the  Rev.  L. 
Floyd,"  &,c.  and  which  was  published  by  "  a  friend  to  truth,"  with  his  own 
remarks  annexed,  involves  serious  reflections  on  the  character  of  an  excel- 
lent servant  of  God,  now  no  more  ;  and  on  the  body  of  ministers  to  which  he 
belonged,  under  which  charges  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  ought  to  lie. 

The  plan  which  I  propose  to  myself  to  pursue  in  attempting  to  gratify 
your  wishes  on  this  subject,  is,  to  give  a  regular  history  as  far  as  I  am  able, 
from  the  commencement  to  the  present  time,  of  the  controversy  between  Mr. 
Parks  and  the  Association,  which  grew  out  of  his  conduct  in  relation  to  the 
ordination  at  the  Independent  Church  in  Archdale-street.  In  the  progress 
of  this  historical  view,  I  shall  incorporate  the  letters,  the  remarks  on  the 
pamphlets,  fee.  as  nearly  as  I  can  at  the  proper  place,  and  in  the  proper 
order  of  time. 

Ever  since  the  organization  of "  the  Congregational  Association  of  South- 
Carolina,"  in  1802,  ordinations  in  Independent  or  Congregational  Churches 
have  been  performed  by  that  body,  unless  in  cases  in  which  the  ministers  of 
such  churches  preferred  belonging  to  a  Presbytery — under  these  circum- 
stances such  ministers  have  been  ordained  by  the  Harmony  Presbytery,  and 
have  afterwards  been  amenable  to  them.  But  no  solitary  instance,  since  the 
existence  of  the  above  Association,  has  occurred  of  an  ordination,  by  a  num- 
ber of  ministers  from  different  places,  called  together  for  such  a  purpose, 
and  then  dissolved  on  the  spot,  without  farther  responsibility,  until  the  ordi- 
nation above  alluded  to;  when,  though  there  was  an  Association  on  the 
ground,  ministers  were  sent  for  from  a  great  distance,  viz  from  Massachu- 


setts  and  from  Baltimore,  and  two  belonging  to  the  Association  were  re- 
quested to  unite  with  them.  Such  we're  the  novelty  and  singularity  of  Un- 
case, that  our  surprise  can  never  cease  at  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Parks  in  giv- 
ing his  sanction  to  a  proceeding  so  disorderly  in  itself,  and  so  evidently  dis- 
respectful to  the  body  to  which  he  belonged..  On  the  29th  November,  1819, 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Floyd  wrote  him  the  following  letter : 

"  Rev.  L.  D.  Parks. 

Nov.  29th,  1819. 

Dear  Sir, — It  has  been  reported — (may  I  hope  without  sufficient  grounds?) 
— that  you  are  going  to  town  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  the  ordination 
of  a  minister  in  the  Second  Independent  Church.  If  this  report  be  true, 
allow  me  to  remonstrate  against  the  measure,  as  one  which  I  fear  may  lead 
to  unpleasant  consequences.  The  dilemma,  in  which  it  wovdd  place  our 
Association,  would  be  extremely  painful.  In  such  a  case  you  must  concur 
in  the  solemn  office  with  a  party,  whom  uncontradicted  report  represent  to 
be  antitrinitarian  in  their  doctrines.  If  they  are  not  so,  the  fact  ought  to  be 
publicly  known.  Will  it  not  be  most  injurious  to  the  cause  of  orthodoxy,  if 
our  Association  appear  in  the  eye  of  the  public  to  be  indifferent  with  regard 
to  the  doctrinal  faith  of  those  with  whom  we  concur  in  acts  which  are  in- 
tended to  propagate  the  Christian  Ministry  ?  And  would  not  the  act  of  an 
individual  member  imply  such  indifference,  unless  the  Association  publicly 
expressed  their  disapprobation  of  his  conduct?  And  how  painful  would 
such  an  expression  be.  both  in  its  nature  and  consequences !  Could  an  indi- 
vidual member  consistently  join  in  an  ordination  without  the  same  prerequi- 
sites which  the  constitution  of  our  Association  requires?  And  if  an  indivi- 
dual be  satisfied  with  regard  to  the  soundness  of  the  principles  propagated 
by  those  with  whom  he  concurs,  why  not  satisfy  the  Association,  the 
Churches,  and  the  world  at  large?     And  why  should  there  be  any  division? 

I  have  only  to  add,  that  I  entreat  you,  dear  sir,  to  view  this  remonstrance 
with  an  eye  of  candour,  as  I  hope  it  is  expressed  in  a  spirit  of  Christian 
meekness,  by  one  who  is  actuated  by  no  other  motive  than  regard  to  the 
important  truths  of  the  gospel,  and  what  is  conceived  to  be  consistency  of 
conduct  in  their  support.  If  I  '  tremble  for  the  ark  of  God,'  it  is  possible 
that  my  alarm  may  be  without  cause ;  but  I  am  conscious  that  my  motive  is 
untinctured  with  envy  or  malevolence." 

The  temper  of  mind  in  which  this  letter  found  him,  may  be  perceived  in 
his  remarks  upon  it,  Ap.  p.  9. 

"  I  received  Mr.  Floyd's  warning  letter  of  November  29th.  I  considered 
it  indecorous  in  several  respects,  and  therefore  paid  no  attention  to  it.  He 
assumed  a  liberty  to  which  he  was  not  entitled.  There  had  been  no  brotherly 
intercourse  between  us  for  several  months,  and  he  had  compelled  me  to  tell 
him  plainly  enough,  that  I  had  no  confidence  in  his  sincerity.  How  then 
could  he  undertake  to  give  me  the  admonition  of  a  brother?  as  he  calls  it; 
but  it  appeared  to  me  more  like  the  dictate  of  a  master.  He  required  that  I 
should  pay  more  regard  to  his  echo  of  a  report,  than  to  my  own  personal 
knowledge.  He  did  not  pretend  to  have  any  personal  acquaintance  with 
Mr.  Gilman.  I  had  such  acquaintance.  Had  I  not  a  right  to  think  I  was 
better  qualified  than  he  could  be,  to  judge  whether  Mr.  G.  was  a  suitable 
person  to  be  ordained?  I  knew  that  his  opinion  was  dictated  by  Mr.  G.'s 
enemy.  Yet  he  expected  me  to  break  my  engagement,  and  expose  myself 
to  the  just  contempt  of  a  respectable  society,  in  obedience  to  his  command. 
And  he  threatens  me  with  ecclesiastical  censures  if  I  proceed.  Is  this  the 
style  in  which  one  minister  of  Jesus,  and  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  ought  to  write  to  another?  It  is  true,  that  this  dictatorial  letter 
abounds  with  professions  of  friendship,  disinterestedness,  charity,  zeal,  he. 
he.  he.  but  these  passed  with  me  for  just  as  much  as  professions  are  worth, 
which  are  not  supported  by  actions.  Taking  no  notice  of  his  arrogant 
threats,  I  proceeded  to  fulfil  my  engagement." 


Again,  Vindication,  p.  10. 

"  I  could  not  consult  Dr.  P.  and  Mr.  F.  personally,  for  the  reasons  men- 
tioned in  the  Appeal,  p.  8.  Their  prejudices  disqualified  them  for  advising 
me  in  that  case.  As  1  knew  they  were  strongly  prejudiced  against  the  Se- 
cond Independent  Church,  I  knew,  of  course,  that  they  would  be  displeased 
-with  me  for  complying  with  the  wishes  of  that  church ;  and  that  their  dis- 
pleasure having  no  other  cause  than  prejudice  would,  of  course,  be  unreason- 
able." 

He  vindicates  himself,  however,  by  implicating  them  in  the  severest  and 
most  unmerited  censure. 

"  Their  not  inviting  the  Association  to  ordain  their  minister  could  afford 
me  no  excuse  for  neglecting  them,  because  I  knew  that  they  were  aware  that 
half  the  Association  were  their  bitter  and  irreconcilable  enemies.  Dr.  Pal- 
mer had  omitted  no  opportunity  of  manifesting  his  hostility  to  them  ;  and 
on  one  occasion,  he  had  treated  them  with  unprecedented  insolence,  and 
Mr.  Floyd  had  practically  approved  his  conduct.  How  could  the  church 
invite  them  who  had  treated  them  in  this  manner,  to  ordain  their  minister  ? 
I  do  believe,  that  if  Mr.  Gilman  had  come  to  the  Association  with  the  most 
orthodox  creed  that  ever  was  wrote,  requesting  ordination,  he  would  have 
been  rejected." 

For  these  illiberal  opinions  and  uncharitable  declarations,  Mr.  P.  has 
been  requested  again  and  again  to  produce  evidence,  but  he  has  not  fur- 
nished a  particle  of  proof. 

As  Mr.  P.  has  given  himself  in  Vindication,  p.  4.  credit  at  the  expense  of 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Lee,  saying, "  I  knew  that  Mr.  Lee  had  sanctioned  it  by  writ- 
ing that  he  would  '  with  pleasure  join  in  the  instalment,'  <  if  circumstances 
should  permit ;'  and  that  the  other  two  members  could  do  nothing  against 
me,  without  his  concurrence ;  and  how  could  I  suspect  that  he  would  join 
them  in  persecuting  me  ?  If  Mr.  Lee  had  acted  a  candid  and  consistent 
part,  there  would  have  been  no  disturbance."  It  may  be  proper  in  this  con- 
nection to  introduce  Mr.  Lee's  letter,  in  reply  to  the  one  inviting  him  to  take 
part  in  the  ordination,  and  to  show  the  candour  and  consistency  of  his  con- 
duct, which  Mr.  P.  has  thought  proper  to  attack: 

"  Gentlemen, — In  answering  your  polite  invitation  of  the  19th  inst.  I  am 
sorry  that  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  say  positively  whether  I  shall  be  able  to 
attend  on  the  solemn  occasion.  I  expect  to  be  in  Charleston  about  the  10th 
of  next  month,  to  meet  the  Congregational  Association;  my  stay  there  must 
necessarily  be  short,  in  consequence  of  duties  which  require  my  presence  in 
the  country.  Should  the  solemnities  to  which  you  have  invited  me,  take 
place  at  the  time  I  am  in  the  city,  and  other  circumstances  permit,  I  will 
with  pleasure  'join  in  the  instalment'  of  your  minister,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Gilman. 
That  you,  and  the  Church  of  which  you  are  officers,  may  enjoy  the  presence 
and  blessing  of  Jesus  Christ,  our  God  and  Saviour,  is  the  sincere  prayer  of. 
Gentlemen,  yours, 

Signed,  WM.  STATES  LEE." 

We  see  in  this  letter  of  Mr.  Lee  the  spirit  of  amiable  accommodation  for 
which  the  whole  deportment  of  that  gentleman  has  been  uniformly  distin- 
guished, carried  to  the  utmost  extent  it  could  be,  consistently  with  the  claims 
of  truth,  and  the  demands  of  conscience.  Mr.  Lee,  not  in  the  immediate 
scene  of  action,  knowing  only  by  hearsay  what  was  going  on,  and  not  dis- 
posed without  necessity  to  offend,  gave  such  a  reply,  as,  while  it  showed  the 
friendly  feelings  of  his  heart,  left  him  at  liberty  to  take  a  decided  stand  in 
the  cause  of  truth,  when,  after  more  deliberation  and  examination,  he  should 
discover  on  which  side  that  cause  lay.  His  reply  was  as  friendly  and  pacifir 
as  it  could  be,  without  committing  himself.  His  compliance  with  the  invita- 
tion given  him  we  perceive  to  be  suspended  on  two  conditions,  viz.  his  hap- 
pening to  be  in  the  city  at  the  time,  and  other  circumstances  permitting.  He 
does  not  even  promise,  that  he  will  come  to  the  city  for  such  a  purpose,  great 
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as  the  object  doubtless  appeared  in  their  (the  church's)  view  as  well  as  in  Mr 
P.'s.  But  the  concluding  sentence  of  his  letter,  must,  to  men  of  discernment,  who 
had  honesty  too,  at  once  have  appeared  as  a  decided  veto  against  his  engag- 
ing in  the  ordination  of  any  man,  who  refused  to  acknowledge  Jesus  Christ 
to  be  "  our  God  and  Saviour."  These  gentlemen  might  have  known,  and 
some  of  them,  we  have  no  doubt,  did  well  know,  that  no  minister  in  Caro- 
lina, who  acknowledged  Jesus  Christ  as  "  our  God  and  Saviour,"  would 
ordain  to  the  ministry  of  reconciliation  any  man  who  acknowledged  him  to 
be  only  "  a  god  to  us."  Mr.  P.  on  the  other  hand,  with  the  full  knowledge 
of  the  fact,  obtained,  as  he  states,  from  the  lips  of  the  candidate  himself, 
that  though  he  acknowledged  Jesus  to  be  "  a  god  to  i/s,"  was  very  far  from 
owning  him  as  "  our  God  and  Saviour,"  notwithstanding  proceeded  to  act. 
The  following  is  an  extract  of  a  letter  of  Mr.  P.  to  Dr.  P.  "  The  minister  or- 
dained is  not  a  Socinian.  He  declared  to  me,  that  he  believed  that  Jesus  is  the 
Son  of  God — that  he  is  a  God  to  us,"  Quaere.  Is  Jesus  Christ  such  a  God  to  us, 
as  Moses  was  to  Egypt's  rebellious  monarch  ?  "  The  Lord  said  unto  Moses, 
See,  I  have  made  thee  agodto  Pharaoh."  (Ex.  vii.  1.)  Upon  this  principle, 
it  would  be  desirable  to  know  how  many  Gods  Mr.  P  has.  If  Jesus  Christ 
be  only  a  God  to  us,  and  if  "  the  feelings"  due  "  towards  this  divine  Saviour 
are"  only  those  of  "  veneration,  gratitude,  and  love,"  as  stated  in  another 
part  of  the  same  letter,  all  the  Apostles  too,  one  would  think,  are  entitled  to 
"  veneration,  gratitude,  and  love,"  and  on  this  ground  may  be  Gods  to  us. 
And  we  labour  under  a  great  mistake,  if  it  is  not  in  our  power  to  produce 
instances  of  avowed  Deists  of  the  more  sober  cast,  who  have  acknowledged 
their  "  veneration,  gratitude  and  love"  to  Jesus  Christ  with  as  much  readi- 
ness. And,  before  Mr.  P.  undertook  to  shelter  himself  so  snugly  under  the 
wings  of  Dr.  Hollinshead,  and  to  make  himself  and  others  believe,  that  the 
religion  which  regards  Christ  as  only  "  a  God  to  us,"  was  the  same  religion 
with  that  of  "  the  venerable,  orthodox,  and  excellent  Dr.  Hollinshead,"  it 
would  have  been  well  for  him  to  have  inquired,  whether  in  the  case  which 
he  examined,  there  were  feelings  of  adoration  also  to  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ ; 
for  these  feelings  Dr.  H.  had.  And,  if  blushing  can  take  place  in  heaven, 
how  must  "  the  spirit  of  that  just  man  made  perfect"  blush  at  the  part  Mr. 
P.  has  acted  and  is  now  acting ;  and  particulaxiy  at  his  making  use  of  his 
name  as  "  a  cloak  for  his  sin." 

Mr.  P.  besides  disregarding  the  friendly  letter  of  Mr.  Floyd,  and  charging. 
Mr.  Lee  with  want  of  candour  and  consistency,  did  not  even  call  upon  Dr. 
P.  to  consult  with  him  upon  the  subject  of  the  ordination ;  and  in  this  neg- 
lect he  would  have  acted  more  consistently,  if  he  had  been  able  to  make 
good  his  churges  against  the  latter,  which  he  has,  however,  never  attempted 
to  do,  otherwise  than  by  assertion. 

At  the  next  meeting  of  the  Association  in  Charleston,  viz.  December  14, 
1819,  the  following  proceeding  in  Mr.  P.'s  case  took  place:  "  The  Associa- 
tion have  heard  with  regret  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  L.  D.  Parks,  one  of  their 
members,  has  associated  in  an  ordination  with  persons,  holding  sentiments 
subversive  of  the  fundamental  doctrines  of  the  gospel;  they  consider  such 
conduct  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  and  calculated  to  produce 
serious  evil:  wherefore  agreed,  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  L.  D.  Parks  be  cited  to 
assign  reasons  for  his  conduct,  to  be  laid  before  the  Association  at  their  next 
stated  meeting  to  be  held  in  April,  1820."  It  fell  to  Mr.  P.  as  Moderator  to 
open  this  meeting  of  the  Association  at  Bethel  Church  with  a  sermon.  Some 
weeks  previous,  he  gave  public  notice  in  Jacksonborough,  that  he  intended 
on  that  occasion  to  preach  a  sermon  on  bigotry.  The  character  and  spirit 
of  that  discourse  must  be  well  recollected  by  those  who  heard  it.  It  was 
remarkable  for  its  misrepresentations  and  for  its  abusiveness.  Among  other 
observations  of  a  similar  character,  was  one  to  the  following  purport — that 
the  spirit  of  persecution  in  a  neighbouring  city  was  sucb,  that  had  the  power 
of  the  persecutors  been  equal  to  their  will,  the  amiable  F.  would  not  have 
been  permitted  to  die  in  peace.  The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  proceeding 
a.1  that  meeting  in  relation  to  Mr.  P. 


H  The  minutes  of  the  14th  of  December  was  read,  and  the  Rev.  Mr.  Parks 
•  ailed  on  by  the  Moderator  to  answer  to  the  charge  which  it  contained.  The 
Rev.  Mr.  Parks,  instead  of  replying  to  the  charge,  objected  against  the  reso- 
lution of  the  Association  by  which  he  was  cited,  on  the  grounds  of  its  being 
'  unprecedented,  precipitate,  and  unconstitutional.'  And  he  moved  the  reso- 
lution to  be  rescinded.  The  Association  having  attended  to  the  defence 
which  he  made  of  the  grounds  of  objection,  decided  that  they  were  insuffi- 
cient, and  that  the  resolution  could  not  be  rescinded.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Turks 
then  gave  notice  that  he  withdrew  from  the  Association,  and  denied  its 
authority  in  his  case. 

"  The  case  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Parks  was  resumed.  Agreed  that  the  circum- 
stances which  gave  rise  to  the  separation  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Parks  from  the 
Association,  together  with  the  whole  of  the  proceedings  of  this  body,  br 
published  in  the  Southern  Evangelical  Intelligencer,  and  from  the  respective 
pulpits  of  the  members,  in  a  candid  statement,  which,  while  it  is  consistent 
with  the  exercise  of  Christian  charity,  shall  express  a  decided  disapproba- 
tion of  his  conduct;  and  that,  as  he  has  separated  himself  from  us,  we  leave 
the  cause  before  God,  praying  that  the  light  of  truth  may  shine  on  all  our 
paths.  And  it  is  further  agreed,  that  the  sentiments  of  that  part  of  the  Asso- 
ciation who  heard  the  sermon  with  which  he  opened  the  meeting  be  ex- 
pressed with  the  above,  and  a  few  reasons  assigned  for  the  expression  of 
their  disapprobation." 

The  members  of  the  Association  afterwards  agreed  to  postpone*  the 
publication  of  their  proceedings  relative  to  the  Rev.  Mr.  Parks'  conduct. 

Some  time  afterwards  the  letterf  of  Mr.  P.'s  to  the  Association,  con- 
tained m  pp.  7,  8  of  his  Vindication,  was  written  to  the  Moderator,  Mr. 
Floyd,  but  being  sent  at  a  season  of  the  year,  when  the  Association  could 
not  be  convened  without  great  inconvenience;  and  the  Moderator  judging 
that  it  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  the"  Association,  he  returned  the  follow- 
ing answer: 

u  June  9lh,  1820. 

"  Rev.  and  dear  Sir, — I  have  received  your  letter  addressed  to  me  as 
Moderator  of  the  Congregational  Association  of  South-Carolina.  As  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient,  perhaps  impracticable,  to  convene  the  Associa- 
tion at  this  period  of  the  season;  and  as  I  cannot  view  the  terms  prescribed 
in  your  overture  as  affording  sufficient  grounds  for  such  a  measure,  especi- 
ally under  such  unfavourable  circumstances  ;  I  cannot  answer  your  commu- 
nication officially.  As  an  individual  member,  however,  I  undertake  to  reply 
with  all  possible  candour,  and  I  hope  in  the  spirit  of  Christian  meekness  and 
charity.  And  whenever  the  matter  can  be  laid  before  the  Association,  I 
will  cheerfully  acquaint  you  with  the  result. 

I  have  every  reason  to  believe,  that  it  is  the  sincere  wish  of  the  Associa- 
tion to  "  live  peaceably  with  all  men  ;"  and  especially  with  all  ministers  of 
the  gospel.     For  myself,  I  can  conscientiously  declare,  that  it  has  been  my 

rwish  and  endeavour  to  preserve  a  friendly  intercourse  with  you,  particularly 
since  you  have  been  my  near  neighbour.  I  think  I  can  most  safely  disavow 
all  personal  enmity  and  hostility  of  disposition,  and  every  thing  incompati- 
ble with  entire  good  will.  I  know  no  reason  why  there  should  not  be  a 
friendly  intercourse  between  us. 
I  must  confess  that  I  can  find  nothing  in  your  letter  which  in  my  judg- 
ment could  be    viewed  as  a  ground  on  which    the   Association  could  act. 


This  postponement  was  concluded  on  by  the  members  individually  after  adjournment, 
from  the  known  fact,  that  it  is  a  matter  almost  infinitely  easy  to  persecute  a  man:  though  ir 
would  have  been  perfectly  right  in  itself,  and  seemed  to  be  required  by  the  occasion,  that  the 
disapprobation  of  the  Association  of  what  Mr.  Parks  bad  done,  should  lie  as  public  ;•■«  was  Ids 
offence:  yet  tlie\  did  not  wish  to  rive  him  such  importance  in  the  view  of  the  community, 
as  th<'  proposed  publication  might  have  done;  and  believing  that  their  act  of  dUapprobtaion 
would  be  otherwise  sufficiently  known,  thej  delayed  die  measure  till  it  should  beimperiouslj 
called  for.    No  such  imperious  call  has  evi  r  been  made. 

|   [n  this  letter  as  printed  in  his  Vindication,  Mr.  P.  has  omitted  the  following  sentence, 
which  is  found  in  the  original  manuscript  at  tin-  close  6f  the  paragraph  marked  ■ 
rtical  body  would  be  a  pope,  and  every  pope  is  an  antichri  t ."" 
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irou  seem  to  wish  them  to  take  the  blame  of  your  declinature  on  them- 
selves, without  saying  whether  there  was  any  thing  essentially  wrong 
in  your  conduct.  You  say,  indeed,  that  "  had  they  let  the  business 
rest  till  the  stated  meeting,  it  is  probable  they  could  have  convinced 
you,  that  what  you  had  done  was  not  expedient,  and  ought  not  to  be 
repeated."  If  you  feel  a  conviction  that  your  conduct  was  wrong,  why 
not  acknowledge  it  in  plain  terms,  and  give  the  Association  a  fair 
ground  on  which  they  could  meet  your  overture  of  reconciliation  ?  They 
felt  themselves  under  the  disagreeable  necessity  of  expressing  their  disappro- 
bation of  what  you  had  done.  This  was  the  nature  of  their  charge.  Must  it 
not  have  been  the  same  in  substance,  had  it  been  deferred  till  the  stated 
meeting  ?  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Association  to  institute  "  a  charge 
of  heresy  against  you."  They  only  considered  what  you  had  done  as  abet- 
ting heresy,  and  tending  to  promote  it  in  others.  And  to  them  it  appeared 
to  be  evidently  contrary  to  apostolical  precepts  respecting  the  ordination  of 
ministers,  and  injurious  to  the  cause  of  evangelical  truth. 

I  must  confess  my  surprise  at  your  interpretation  of  the  tenth  article  of 
the  constitution.  When  the  article  was  proposed  and  adopted,  I  thought 
the  whole  Association  understood  it,  as  I  did,  to  respect  the  practical  diffi- 
culties which  a  minister  might  experience  in  his  ministerial  duties  in  his  con- 
gregation. If  it  be  interpreted  with  the  latitude  which  you  give  it,  it  must 
be  incompatible  with  all  amenability,  and  at  perfect  variance  with  the  fourth 
article.  The  third  and  fourth  articles  I  believe  are  the  only  parts  of  the 
constitution  which  guard  us  against  the  introduction  of  heresy  by  any  of 
our  members,  and  serve  as  a  guaranty  of  the  soundness  of  the  faith  of  those 
whom  we  ordain.  We  think  you  acted  contrary  to  the  third  article.  And 
let  me  add,  that  there  has  been  no  precedent  since  the  existence  of  our 
Association,  to  countenance  what  you  did.  No  min:ster  has  been  ordained 
by  any  part  of  its  members,  without  the  approbation  of  the  body.  Had  you, 
however,  assisted  in  ordaining  a  minister  whose  ordination  had  been  ap- 
proved by  any  ecclesiastical  body  of  acknowledged  orthodox  standing — who 
require  a  confession  of  faith,  I  should  not  consider  it  as  an  essential  devia- 
tion from  our  constitution. 

But  you  say,  "  Every  ecclesiastical  body  would  be  a  pope,  and  every  pope 
is  an  antichrist."  This  is  surely  a  very  sweeping  charge.  And  I  scarcely 
know  in  what  light  to  view  it,  as  the  expression  of  one  who  has  long  been  a 
member  of  such  a  body,  and  is  making  an  overture  to  be  so  again.  Must 
we  consider  the  ministers  of  Christ  as  generally  more  tyrannical  than  other 
men,  and  other  Christians? 

You  object  against  the  charge  being  made  against  you  at  a  special  meet- 
ing. I  see  nothing  in  our  constitution  against  such  a  proceeding,  and  I  see 
not  what  difference  it  can  make,  as  to  the  subject  to  be  investigated,  and 
the  result  of  such  investigation.  Had  we  charged  you  with  heresy,  the  pre- 
vious conferences,  on  which  you  insist,  would  have  been  necessary,  in  order 
to  ascertain  the  fact.  But  you  was  charged  with  a  fact  which  was  too  well 
known  to  need  any  proof.  This  being  the  case,  and  the  subject  in  all  its 
bearings  and  consequences  being  entirely  of  a  public  nature,  I  cannot  view 
the  texts  of  scripture  which  you  quote  as  properly  applicable.  Matt,  xviii. 
15.  seems  evidently  to  relate  to  personal  injuries:  "  If  thy  brother  trespass 
against  thee,"  Lc.  As  to  2  Thess.  iii.  15.  I  know  not  that  we  have  acted 
contrary  to  the  injunction  there  given ;  although  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  be 
applied  to  the  case  under  consideration.  So  far  as  I  am  in  possession  of  the 
sentiments  of  the  Association,  it  has  been  their  wish  to  treat  you,  not  as  an 
rncmy,  but  as  a  brother.  Titus,  iii.  10.  respects  a  heretic.  I  have  already 
observed  that  we  did  not  charge  you  with  heresy,  but  with  a  fact  of  a  most 
public  nature.  And  had  the  admonition  which  we  meant  to  give  you,  by 
instituting  and  investigating  the  charge,  been  successful,  there  would  have 
been  no  necessity  for  either  your  rejection  or  declinature. 

I  entreat  you,  dear  sir,  to  reconsider  the  business  from  the  beginning.  If 
you  were  wrong  in  concurring  in  the  ordination  in  question ;  of  which  you 
?eem   to  admit  you   might  have    been  convinced,  had  proper  steps   been 
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taken  ;  is:  it  reasonable,  that  the  Association  should  be  required  to  acknow- 
ledge  themselves  in  the  wrong,  before  you  can  think  it  proper  to  make  any 
acknowledgment ?  or  offer  them  any  satisfaction  with  regard  to  your  pre- 
sent views  of  the  snbject  ?  Have  you  not  full  reason  to  believe,  that  the 
Minister,  whom  you  assisted  in  ordaining,  rejected  the  doctrine  of  the 
Divinity  of  Christ,  and  of  the  Holy  Spirit?  Was  it  not  his  confession  that 
Christ  "  is  a  God  to  us  ?"  If  what  you  did  had  a  tendency  to  encourage 
error  of  so  dangerous  a  nature,  would  it  not  comport  with  the  best  honour 
of  the  ministerial  character,  to  make  an  open  and  unreserved  retraction  ? 

With  regard  to  the  ground  taken  by  the  Association,  it  is  not  my  opinion 
that  they  have  any  thing  to  fear  from  the  publicity  of  the  subject.  I  be- 
lieve they  are  prepared  to  stand  or  fall  with  their  opposition  to  Unitarian- 
ism.  I  believe,  however,  that  they  feel  no  disposition  to  oppress  or  per- 
secute you,  or  any  other  Minister,  or  Christian,  or  man.  Every  associated 
body,  whether  ecclesiastical  or  political,  has  a  right  to  prescribe  rules  for 
itself.  And  surely  it  can  be  no  oppression  to  require  conformity,  where 
an  Association  is  entirely  voluntary. 

1  beg  you  to  accept  the  assurance  of  mv  best  wishes, 

L.  FLOYD. 

P.  S.  As  the  case  is  a  novel  one  among  us,  it  would  not,  in  my  view,  be 
improper  to  refer  it  to  the  decision  of  some  respectable  ecclesiastical  body. 
Though  we  are  an  Independent  Association,  we  may,  by  agreement,  admit 
of  a  voluntary  reference.  If  you  choose  to  appeal,  either  to  the  Harmony 
Presbytery,  or  to  the  Synod  of  Carolina  and  Georgia,  in  all  probability  the 
Association  will  consent  to  the  appeal.  This  would  be  the  more  admissible, 
as  there  is  a  corresponding  connexion  between  us  and  the  Harmony  Pres- 
bytery." 

Another  letter  was  written  by  Mr.  Parks  to  the  Association,  some  ex- 
tracts from  which  he  has  made  on  the  9th  page  of  his  Vindication ;  but, 
after  the  words  he  has  put  in  italics,  there  follows  this  sentence  in  the 
manuscript,  which  he  has  omitted  in  the  pamphlet :  (Speaking  of  Mr.  G.) 
"  therefore,  I  ought  not  to  have  laid  them  upon  one,  whose  acknowledged 
sentiments  give  too  much  reason  to  frar,  that  he  will  become  a  Socinian." 
This  letter  of  Mr.  Parks  was  dated  November  14,  1820. 

The  stated  meeting  of  the  Association  in  November  having  failed,  art 
extra  meeting  was  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  attending  to  such  business 
as  ought  to  have  come  before  the  stated  meeting,  and  whatever  else  might 
regularly  be  brought  forward.  On  the  27th  December,  1S20,  Mr.  Parks 
wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Floyd  the  Moderator,  from  which  you  are  presented 
with  the  following  extract  of  his  demand  on  the  Association,  into  which  he 
was  seeking  admission  : 

11  Now,  as  you  think  proper  to  ask  me,  '  to  what  extent,  or  in  what 
precise  sense  I  wish  the  Association  to  rescind  their  resolutions  of  cen- 
sure ?'  I  take  the  liberty  to  reply,  that  I  wish  them  to  blot  it  altogether 
from  their  records  :  for  if  it  remain  on  them,  it  will  be  established  as  a  pre- 
cedent, which,  I  think,  would  be  dangerous  to  Christian  liberty.  I  judge, 
that  if  I  were  to  retract  my  declinature,  and  request  a  renewal  of  my 
membership  in  the  Association,  while  that  resolution  remains  on  their  book, 
I  would  give  my  sanction  to  a  precedent  which  violates,  and  if  established, 
would  weaken  the  authority  of  rules  and  maxims  more  important  to  the 
Church  than  my  life." 

The  Association  met  in  Charleston  early  in  January,  1821,  and  Mr. 
Parks'  communications  were  laid  before  them;  the  following  is  the  answei 
they  returned 

"  Charleston,  January  3d,  1821. 

"  Dear  Sir, — The  Association  have  attended  to  your  several  communi- 
cations.    They  are  glad  to  find,  thai  you  are  more  sensible  than  you  were, 
of  the   dangerous  tendency  of  Unitarian   principles  ;  ami  on  the  acknow 
iit  of  your  error,  thry  would  be  happy  to  receive  you  into  member-' 
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ship  and  fellowship  with  them  again,  were  not  your  acknowledgment 
accompanied  with  a  demand,  with  which  it  is  not  possible,  with  good  con- 
tti races,  to  comply.  If  they  were  sensible  that  they  were  wrong,  in  insti- 
tuting the  charge  at  a  special  meeting,  they  would  readily  confess  their 
error,  and  bow  to  correction  ;  but,  this  could  not  nullify  the  charge  itself, 
unless  it  could  be  shown  to  be  without  foundation.  Were  the  Association 
to  rescind  the  charge,  and  erase  it  from  their  records,  according  to  your 
demand,  their  proceedings  would  imply  a  conviction,  not  only  that  it  had 
been  made  at  a  wrong  time,  but  that  it  is,  in  its  nature,  inconsistent  with 
truth  and  justice.  Could  they  consent  that  your  act  should  stand  recorded 
on  the  books  of  Unitarians,  and  in  a  printed  form  before  the  world,  while 
their  record  of  disapprobation  was  consigned  to  oblivion,  by  the  unprece- 
dented expedient  of  being  erased  from  their  book  ?  If  Unitarianism  be  so 
dangerous  in  its  tendency  as  you  acknowledge  it  to  be,  how  can  you  wish 
it  such  a  triumph  over  a  proceeding  which  had  nothing  in  view  but  the  de- 
fence of  truth  ?  Having  nothing  in  our  Constitution  to  forbid  our  proceed- 
ing at  a  special  meeting,  and  not  being,  at  that  time,  aware  that  it  was 
contrary  to  the  general  rules  of  Presbyterian  government,*  we  felt  it  our 
duty  to  express  an  early  disapprobation  of  an  act  which  appeared  so  in- 
jurious to  the  cause  of  truth,  and  to  the  character  of  our  Association.  And 
we  cannot,  without  violation  of  what  we  conscientiously  believe  to  be  a  duty 
to  the  cause  of  truth  and  evangelical  religion,  rescind  the  charge  which 
was  made  against  you.  We  are,  however,  ready  at  any  time  to  receive 
you  as  a  brother,  and  to  restore  you  in  the  spirit  of  meekness,  when  you 
return  with  an  acknowledgment  of  your  error,  whether  it  took  its  rise  from 
'•  defect  of  knowledge,"  or  from  any  other  cause,  and  make  such  explana- 
tions as  shall  lay  a  firm  foundation  for  future  peace  and  concord. 

In  behalf  of  the  Association.  L.  FLOYD,  Moderator. 

W.  S.  LEE,  Scribe:' 

At  the  annual  meeting  at  Dorchester,  in  April,  1821,  Mr.  P.  sent  his  last 
communication  to  the  Association,  of  which  I  give  you  only  the  conclud- 
ing paragraph  : 

"  But,  if  they  are  so  excessively  fond  of  that  irregular  and  injurious  mea- 
sure, that  they  cannot  relinquish  it  even  for  Christ's  sake  :  let  them  pre- 
scribe the  terms  on  which  they  will  agree  to  facilitate,  as  far  as  their  au- 
thority goes,  my  admission  into  the  Presbytery  of  Harmony." 

And  to  which  he  annexed  the  following  postscript : 

"  P.  S.  As  this  is  the  last  communication  I  will  ever  make  to  the  Asso- 
ciation on  the  subject,  I  think  it  expedient  to  add,  that  I  regret  the  style  and 
manner  in  which  I  preached  at  the  opening  of  the  Association  last  year.  I 
'am  sensible  that  I  was  too  much  under  the  influence  of  anger  when  I 
composed  and  delivered  that  sermon.  I  did  think  myself  extremely  ill 
used,  and  resented  it  more  than  a  Christian  ought  to  have  [done.]  I  hope 
and  believe  that  I  Will  never  preach  another  sermon  of  the  same  charac- 
ter." 

Please  to  compare*  this  acknowledgment  with  his  opinion  of  the  same 
Sermon,  expressed  more  recently,  viz.  in  Vindic.  p.  13.  note  (e)  and  you 
will  be  able  to  judge  how  much  his  passions  influence  his  opinions  : — "  I 
deny  that  I  abused  them,  but  I  warned  them  faithfully  of  the  evil  tendency 
of  their  conduct :  and  I  warned  the  Congregation  to  beware  cf  them.  But 
bigoted  and  prone  to  persecution  as  I  thought  them,  I  had  sufficient  rea- 
sons for  wishing  to  be  re-admitted,  (viz.  into  the  Association.)  My  prin- 
cipal reason  for  wishing  to  be  re-admitted  was,  that  I  might  take  a  regular 

*  Had  the  limited  power  of  special  meetings,  under  Presbyterian  government,  occurred 
(o  the  Association,  it  is  probable  that  their  desire  to  act  in  union  and  harmony  with  Presby- 
terians generally,  and  particularly  with  the  Presbytery  with  which  they  have  a  correspond- 
ing connexion,  would  have  induced  them  to  postpone  their  proceeding  till  the  stated 
meeting.  But  they  must  view  their  own  Constitution  as  the  rule  by  which  they  are  to  be 
acquitted  or  condemned.  This  Constitution  was  adopted,  and  signed  by  Mr.  P.  as  weil  a, 
the  other  members. 
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..on  to  the  Presbytery  of  Harmony."  It  appears  that  Mr.  P.  wished 
fo  make  a  convenient  stcpstone  of  the  Association.  Should  the  Harmony 
Presbytery  not  be  as  ready  to  welcome  him  into  their  arms,  as  he  antici- 
pates, he  may  try  some  other  ecclesiastical  body  ;  for  we  have  abundant 
evidence  of  the  facility  with  which  lie  can  heroine  all  things  to  all  men. 
To  this  communication,  the  Association  returned  an  answer,  of  which  this 
is  the  closing  sentence  : — "  But,  as  the  case  now  stands,  all  we  can  do,  is 
to  put  into  your  hands,  should  you  request  it,  an  attested  copy  of  all  our 
proceedings" ;  by  which  iliat,  or  any  other  ecclesiastical  body,  may  impar- 
tially judge  of  tlie  case.  We  are  ready  to  rejoice  in  whatever  may  promote 
and  secure  your  good  standing,  your  usefulness,  and  your  lasting  comfort." 

I  have  not  thought  it  necessary  to  furnish  you  with  all  the  correspon- 
dence which  has  taken  place  on  both  sides  between  Mr.  P.  and  the  Associ- 
ation, and  which  is  considerably  copious  :  but,  if  your  curiosity  leads  you 
to  desire  it,  you,  or  any  of  your  friends,  can  have  access  to  the  whole,  in 
manuscript.  The  above  extracts  are  introduced,  in  order  to  give  you  some 
idea  of  the  ground  taken  on  each  side,  and  to  preserve  some  connexion  in 
the  narrative* 

In  reviewing  the  transactions  and  correspondence,  it  appears  that  the 
principal  ground  of  objection  taken  by  Mr.  Parks,  and  on  which  he  so 
strenuously  insists,  that  the  Association  ought  to  rescind  their  proceedings 
against  him,  is,  that  these  proceedings  were  commenced  at  a  special  meet- 
ing. The  Association  maintain  that,  even  admitting  that  they  were  wrong 
in  this  particular,  the  charge  instituted  against  him  is  the  same  in  sub- 
stance, and  could  not  be  rescinded,  unless  it  could  be  shown  to  be  uncon- 
stitutional and  unjust.  It  must  also  be  observed,  that  while  Mr.  P.  acknow- 
ledged that  he  did  the  very  thing  for  which  he  was  censured,  and  that  in 
doing  so  he  "  erred,"  doing  what  "  he  ought  not  to  have  done,"  he  refuses 
to  accept  again  of  membership  in  the  Association,  unless  they  rescind  the 
resolution  which  contains  their  censure  of  his  conduct. 

With  regard  to  their  having  taken  up  the  business  at  a  special  meet- 
ing, I  would  simply  remark,  that  their  Constitution  fixes  no  limits  to  the 
competency  of  such  meetings.  This  may  be  a  defect,  and  perhaps  ought 
to  be  remedied.  Had  it  occurred  to  the  Association,  that  the  Presbyterians 
with  whom  they  wish  to  act  in  conceit,  had  such  a  limitation  in  their  Con- 
stitution ;  or  had  they  supposed  that  the  mere  circumstance  of  their  hav- 
ing proceeded  at  a  special  meeting,  would  have  led  to  altercation,  some 
other  method  would  probably  have  been  taken.  But  being  convened  as  a 
body,  and  the  conduct  of  Mr.  P.  which  appeared  to  them  so  highly  censur- 
able, being  recent  and  very  public  in  its  nature,  while,  at  the  same  time,  its 
developement  required  some  investigation,  they  thought  it  proper  to  insti- 
tute some  kind  of  process  which  would  lead  to  a  complete  understanding 
of  the  case.  They  thought  it  proper  to  do  this  at  an  early  period,  that  the 
churches  with  which  they  were  connected,  might  know  their  united  deter- 
mination to  oppose  the  errors  which  Mr.  P.  had  encouraged,  by  concurring 
in  the  ordination  in  question.  They  cited  Mr.  P.  not  to  appear  at  the  stated 
meeting — for  his  attendance  they  regarded  as  a  matter  of  course, — but  to 
be  prepared  at  that  meeting  to  assign  reasons  for  his  conduct,  that  the 
sense  of  the  Association  might  then  be  fully  expressed.  This  they  consi- 
dered as  giving  Mr.  P.  the  fullest  opportunity,  in  the  mean  time,  to  view 
the  subject  in  all  its  bearings,  and  all  its  consequences. 

Mr.  P.  seems  to  think,  that  the  members  of  the  Association  ought  to  have 
taken  the  previous  steps  prescribed  in  Mattli.  xviii.  This  would  doubtless 
have  been  proper,  hail  his  offence  been  a  private,  personal  injury,  or  per- 
haps in  any  case  of  offence.  But  that  we  are  not  the  only  ecclesiastical 
body  which  does  not  extend  the  injunction  of  our  Saviour  to  all  cases,  may 

*  Mr.  Floyd,  just  before  he  died,  had  completer}  transcribed  tli<>  whole  correspondence 
between  himself  and  Mr.  Parks,  and  between  the  Association  and  Mr.  Parks.  If  an}  persons 
are  desirous,  oi  seeing  the  whole  of  this  in  print,  andwi  pay  the  expense,  the 

ition  "ill  publish  it. 
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iU  shown,  by  a  reference  fo  the  Discipline  of  the  Presbyterian 
(  hurch.  See  Confession  of  Faith,  or  Constitution  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  in  the  United  States,  p.  429.  latest  edition.  It  is  there  stated, 
that  "  When  any  person  is  charged — by  general  rumour,  the  previous 
steps  prescribed  by  our  Lord  in  case  of  private  offences,  are  not  neces- 
sary ;  but  the  proper  judicatory  is  bound  to  take  immediate  cognizance  of 
the  affair."  Undoubtedly,  the  case  of  Mr.  P.  came  fully  under  this  des- 
cription. The  notoriety  of  the  condvct  which  the  Association  viewed  as  so 
highly  censurable,  amounted  to  something  more  than  general  rumour. 
According,  then,  to  the  discipline  of  the  Presbyterian  Church,  they  were 
"  bound  to  take  immediate  cognizance  of  it."  The  only  question  regards 
the  mode  of  their  proceeding.  But,  if  they  were  bound  to  take  cognizance 
of  the  case,  and  to  proceed  immediately  in  the  business,  can  an  error  in 
their  proceedings,  admitting  such  on  error  to  exist,  nullify  every  thing 
which  they  have  done  ? 

In  order  more  fully  to  understand  the  nature  of  the  case,  as  it  respects 
their  refusal  to  rescind  their  resolution  of  censure,  it  is  necessary  to  take 
a  view  of  the  state  of  things  at  the  time  when  Mr.  P.  first  moved  to  have 
the  resolution  rescinded.  This  was  done  at  the  stated  meeting  in  April, 
about  four  months  after  the  ordination.  During  all  that  time  he  con- 
tinued to  defend  his  conduct ;  and  this  defence  was  exhibited  in  the 
fullest  and  most  decisive  manner,  in  the  sermon  with  which  he  opened 
the  stated  meeting.  And  when  he  moved  that  the  resolution  should  be 
rescinded,  the  Association  had  not  the  slightest  intimation  that  he  viewed 
the  conduct  with  which  he  was  charged,  as  being,  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree, erroneous.  But,  on  the  contrary,  he  appeared  to  them  fully 
determined  to  defend  it  to  the  last.  If  they  had  then  rescinded  the 
resolution,  by  which  the  charge  was  instituted  against  him,  would  it  not 
have  been  giving  up  the  point  which  they  felt  bound,  in  conscience,  to  main- 
tain ?  The  acknowledgment  which  he  has  since  made,  might  then  have 
put  an  amicable  period  to  the  disagreeable  business.  Must,  then,  the  Asso- 
ciation bear  the  blame  of  its  being  so  long,  and  so  unpleasantly  protracted  ? 
Mr.  P.  withdrew  from  the  Association,  at  a  time  when  every  member  pre- 
sent understood  it  to  be  his  fixed  determination  to  vindicate  the  conduct, 
with  regard  to  which  he  has  since  seen  his  error.  It  would  be  unfair  to 
suppose,  that  he  was  sensible  of  his  error  at  the  time  of  his  withdrawing  ; 
for,  beside  his  express  vindication  of  himself,  we  ought  not  to  suppose, 
that  he  would  have  refused  to  give  his  brethren  the  reasonable  satisfaction 
which  they  required,  had  that  been  the  case.  He  could  not  have  thought 
recrimination  any  justification  of  v.  hat  was  wrong  in  his  conduct. 

After  this  cursory  statement  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Association,  in 
his  case  at  different  periods,  I  know  not  how  better  to  meet  your  views, 
and  gratify  your  desires,  than  to  take  up  his  last  pamphlet,  and  following 
it  page  by  page,  to  make  observations  on  all  the  parts  of  it,  that  seem  to 
deserve  notice,  with  a  view  to  rectify  errors,  to  establish  truth,  and  to  vin- 
dicate characters  which  he  has  attempted  to  asperse.  This  is  the  course, 
therefore,  I  propose  to  take. 

His  Vindication  commences  with  a  motto: 

"  To  sect  or  party  his  large  soul 

Disdains  to  be  confin'd  : 
The  good  he  loves  of  every  name. 

And  prays  for  all  mankind." 

There  is  a  sweet  breathing  of  charity  in  it.  But  how  did  it  happen,  that 
its  adopted  parent  should  discard  it,  soon  after  he  had  taken  it.  into  his 
bosom?  For  in  page  9th  of  his  '-Vindication,"  he  fairly  turns  it  out  of 
'  doors.  "  /  would  rather  lay  my  hands  in  the  fire,  that  Jay  them  upon  the 
head  of  a  known  Soebiian.',  And  lest  any  doubt  should  exist,  whether  so 
cherished  a  child  could  be  so  soon  turned  away,  he  puts  his  sentence  of 
denunciation  against  it  in  the  black  marks  of  italics,  to  prove  his  sincerity. 
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How  Strang*  il  in,  that  he  should  so  soon  bid  Socinianism  decamp,  and  ex 
communicate  her  from  the  pah:  of  his  charity  !  Does  he  not  know,  that 
Socinians  arc  Christians  in  their  own  estimation?  Christians,  indeed 
consider  Socinianism  as  «'  a  wolf  in  sheep's  clothing,"  or  as  Dr.  Miller  in 
his  "  Letters  on  Unitarianism,"  calls  it,  "  Deism  in  disguise."  But,  Soci- 
nianism never  called  herself  so  ;  she  thinks  herself  grievously  slandered 
when  she  is  so  called,  and  asks,  "  Am  not  I  a  pleasant  child  ?"  It  seems, 
however,  he  is  determined  to  keep  his  garments  unspotted  from  the  So- 
cinian  world.  But,  if  Mr.  P.  is  sincere  in  this  denunciation,  (and  it  doe* 
not  become  me  to  say  he  is  not,)  I  think  he  will,  in  a  short  time,  hi* 
motto  notwithstanding,  disinherit  the  other  branches  of  the  family,  and 
determine  that  they  shall  have  "  no  part  nor  lot  in  the  matter"  of  his  cha- 
rity, excessive  as  it  was  at  the  time  he  engaged  in  the  ordination."  For  he 
professes  to  have  made  some  discoveries  on  the  subject,  which  he  did  not 
at  first  light  upon,  "  not  being  a  controversialist."  "  I  acknowledge,  (say  8 
he)  that  I  erred  in  the  ordination  of  Mr.  G.  (Vindic.  p.  9.  par.  3.)  not  for 
want  of  zeal,  but  the  imperfection  of  knowledge."  "  If  I  had  obtained 
before  I  engaged  to  take  part  in  the  ordination,  all  the  information  which  I 
now  possess,  on  that  subject,"  (that  Mr.  P.  might  have  got  this  information, 
is  shown  in  "  remarks  upon  appeal,"  p.  13.  r.  (g),  which  remark  he  has 
not  thought  fit  to  notice  in  his  vindication,)  "I  never  would  have  engaged  in 
it.  Unitarians  and  Socinians  formerly  appeared  to  me  more  different  from 
each  other,  than  I  now  find  them  to  be.  As  many  of  those  who  have  em- 
braced Unitarian  sentiments  have  become  Socinians,  there  is  reason  to 
fear,"  (great  reasons  indeed,  as  facts  prove)  "that  many  of  those  who  now 
hold  these  sentiments,  will  become  Socinians."  If  you  will  pause  here, 
and  take  up  Dr.  Miller's  letters,  and  turning  to  letter  7th,  section  6th,  read 
the  seven  remaining  pages  of  that  letter,  you  will  perceive,  that  the  sound- 
ness of  Mr.  P.'s  logic  is  well  attested  by  facts.  As  to  the  motto  prefixed 
to  "  the  Vindication,"  it  depends  upon  what  Mr.  P.'s  design  was,  whether 
this  was  a  judicious  selection  or  not.  If,  at  the  time  he  chose  it,  he  was 
troubled  with  that  "  excess"  of  charity,  which  drew  him  into  the  snare  of 
the  ordination,  Mr.  Pope  would  have  furnished  him  with  a  still  more  com- 
prehensive one,  in  the  first  stanza  of  his  Universal  Prayer  : 

"  Father  of  all,  in  every  age, 

In  every  clime  ador'd, 
By  saint,  by  savage,  or  by  sage. 

Jehovah,  Jove,  or  Lord." 

Here  is  charity  that  has  no  bounds.  It  brings  the  Christ-adoring  Ste 
phen,  the  sage  Socrates,  and  the  Big  Warrior  into  one  lovely  worshipping 
society.  But,  if  he  did  not  mean  by  his  motto,  to  "  stretch  his  arms  like 
seas  and  grasp  in  all  the  shore,"  he  might  have  dune  better  by  taking  for 
his  motto,  a  text  of  scripture,  such  as  this :  "Charity  rejoiceth  in  thi 
truth." 

Passing  from  the  motto  to  "  the  Vindication,"  I  find  nothing  on  the 
third  page  of  sufficient  moment,  to  be  made  the  subject  of  remark  ;  but,  on 
the  fourth,  as  there  seems  an  attempt  to  throw  an  air  of  mystery  over  a 
very  plain  and  simple  subject,  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  say,  that  in  relation  to 
11  the  vote"  which,  in  the  middle  of  that  page,  is  introduced  with  so  much 
formality,  and  in  reference  to  which,  the  significant  question  is  asked, 
"  Who  were  the  voters,"  the  questioner  may  have  access  to  the  minutes  of 
the  board  of  managers  of  the  Congregational  Missionary  Society  of  South- 
Carolina,  where  he  will  see  and  read  their  names.  As  the  Congregation 
I;  ive  expressed  no  doubt  of  its  authority,  it  will  be  sufficient  to  remove  Mr 
!'  'a  charitable  incredulity. 

I  till  almost  ashamed  to  descend  to  notice  so  much  littleness,  and  only 
do  it  to  exhibit  a  sperimen  of  the  temper  and  spirit  which,  as  onthi- 

'My  error  was  nothing  more  tfian  ap  excess  of  char] 
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mo»,  so  on  almost  every  other,  runs  through  the  character  of  this  gentle- 
man. 

I  find  nothing  worthy  of  special  notice,  till  I  come  to  the  middle  of  the 
sixth  page,  where  occurs  the  letter  of  invitation  to  this  gentleman,  to  bear 
a  part  in  the  ordination,  with  "  three  brethren  from  Massachusetts,  and 
one  from  Baltimore."  It  appears  from  this  letter,  that  there  was  already 
secured  a  sufficient  number  for  the  purpose  of  the  ordination  ;  but,  not- 
withstanding this,  it  was  found  of  importance  to  get  some  one  already  on 
the  ground,  to  participate  in  the  movements.  Jf  this  ingenious  contrivance 
should  succeed,  it  would  go  a  great  way  to  convince  some  minds,  that  the 
charge  of  intending  to  introduce  Socinianism,  was  unfounded. 

It  is  a  miserably  poor  excuse  to  say,  as  Mr.  P.  does  in  his  Appeal,  that 
"  he  knew  the  church  and  congregation  generally  consisted  of  those  who 
had  been  the  friends  of  the  venerable,  orthodox,  and  excellent  Dr.  Hollins- 
h,ead."  For,  in  the  first  place,  it  is  not  true  in  relation  to  the  greater  part 
of  them  ;  and  in  the  second  place,  if  it  were,  his  conduct  is  not  justifiable 
on  any  correct  or  honourable  principle.  And  he  ought  to  blush  to  the  end 
of  his  days,  that  he,  who  has  always  pretended,  at  least,  to  be  a  warm  friend 
of  Dr.  H.  should  give  his  concurrence  to  the  degradation  of  the  Saviour 
whom  Dr.  H.  adored,  on  the  very  spot  where  that  Saviour  had  for  30  years 
been  held  out  to  view  by  him  as  a  divine  Saviour,  as  "  Over  all  God  bless- 
ed for  ever." 

At  the  bottom  of  the  sixth  page  of  the  "  Vindication,"  appears  the 
vote  of  the  Association.  In  his  remarks  on  this  resolution,  he  speaks  quite 
in  the  style  of  a  lawyer.  The  Association  had  nothing  to  do  with,  or  to 
say  about  alibis  and  indictments,  and  prosecutions  and  witnesses,  and  ju- 
diciary, but  acted  like  plain  men,  on  a  plain  matter  of  fact ;  the  occurrence 
of  which  was  calculated  to  involve  them  in  guilt  and  censure,  had  they 
not,  on  the  first  opportunity  that  occurred,  washed  their  hands  of  it.  As  to 
summoning  witnesses,  they  did  not  dream  of  such  a  thing  in  a  case,  which 
was  witnessed  by  hundreds,  and  afterwards  published  in  the  newspapers. 
If  Mr.  P.  had  chosen,  when  he  met  the  Association,  in  consequence  of  no 
witnesses  being  present,  to  deny  the  fact  of  his  having  been  concerned  in 
such  an  ordination,  I  know  not  how  they  would  have  pioeeeded,  but  am  in- 
clined to  think,  they  would  have  published  to  the  world,  that  they  had  it 
from  Mr.  P.'s  own  lips,  that  he  took  no  part  on  that  occasion.  But,  whe- 
ther such  a  declaration  would  make  them  disbelieve  the  testimony  of  their 
own  eyes,  is  not  very  probable. 

The  next  particular,  requiring  perhaps  some  notice,  is  found  in  the  mid- 
dle of  page  8,  where  he  gives  us  to  understand,  that  had  the  Association 
dealt  with  him  in  a  manner  which  he  could  consider  scriptural,  and  accord- 
ing to  Mat.  xviii.  15 — 2  Thess.  iii.  15 — Titus  iii.  10.  he  would  have  been  bet- 
ter satisfied.  The  first  of  these  texts  has  no  bearing  on  the  case.  What  pos- 
sible connexion  is  there  between  one  brother's  trespassing  against  another 
in  such  a  way,  as  that  these  secret  and  private  steps  should  be  taken,  and 
Mr.  P.'s  publicly  acting  the  part  he  did  in  the  affair  of  the  ordination? 
Neither  has  the  3d,  as  it  relates  to  heresy,  which  was  not  laid  to  his  charge 
by  the  Association. 

The  second  text  comes  a  little  nearer  the  mark — "  admonish  him  as  a 
brother."  But,  who  was  fit  for  this,  or  who  could  dare  to  do  it  ?  Mr.  F. 
attempted  it,  in  a  kind  and  friendly  manner,  previous  to  Mr.  P.'s  engage- 
ment in  the  offensive  act.  But,  all  he  got  for  his  pains,  was  to  be  told, 
that  he  was  an  obtrusive  meddler.  It  was  "  a  warning  letter,"  and  he 
"  paid  no  attention  to  it."  Mr.  P.  had  "  no  confidence  in  his  sincerity." 
It  was  "  a  dictatorial  letter,"  and  contained  "  arrogant  threats."  Had 
this  gentleman  then  been  appointed  by  the  Association,  I  think,  from  the 
specimen  of  Mr.  P.'s  dignified  attitude,  it  would  have  been  a  very  fruitless 
embassy.    Had  Dr.  P.  been  appointed,  why  he  was  "  Mr.  G.'s  enemy,'*  he 

*  Quere.    Has  Mr.  P.  since  writing  his  AppeaAj  fex|H*S8ive  of  his  regret  at  the  part  li« 

fook  in  the  ordination,  since   written  to  one  of  his  "  kindest  friends,"  repenting-  of  his  ft 
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indulges  "  prejudices  against  places."  Mr.  P.  "  knows  of  acts  of  hostility 
in  him,  "  to  that  church,  which  he  has  heard  from  good  authority."  He 
has  treated  them  with  "  unprecedented  insolence."  Should  Mr.  F.  and 
Dr.  P.  be  appointed  together,  the  management  of  this  affair  would  he  sub- 
jected to  a  double  difficulty — for  they  were  "  bitter  and  irreconcilable  ene- 
mies to  the  enlightened  and  respectable  society."  "  Mr.  F.  practically  ap- 
proved of  Dr.  P.'s  unprecedented  insolence."  "  If  Mr.  G.  had  come  to  the 
Association  with  the  most  orthodox  creed  that  ever  was  wrote,  requesting 
ordination,  he  would  have  been  rejected."  "  Their  prejudices  would  have 
disqualified  them" — "  they  were  strongly  prejudiced  against  the  Second  In- 
dependent Church,"  "  of  course  they  would  be  displeased  with  me  for  com- 
plying with  the  wishes  of  that  church  ;  and  their  displeasure,  having  no 
other  cause  than  prejudice,  would,  of  course,  be  unreasonable."  Had  Mr. 
Lee  alone  been  delegated,  he  is  charged  with  "joining  in  persecuting"  Mi. 
P.  with  not  having  "acted  a  candid  and  consistent  part."  (Vindication,  p. 
14,  par.  2.)  Had  the  three  together  gone  to  Mr.  P.  in  private,  why,  men  who 
all  so  miserably  blundered  afterward,  as  to  render  themselves  "  contempt- 
ible in  the  eyes  of  enligthened  and  independent  men,  by  their  ignorance, 
pride,  and  ambition;"  we  apprehend,  would  soon  have  come  to  the  wall. 

But  there  is  a  passage  in  his  pamphlet,  which  happily  relieves  the  Asso- 
ciation from  the  terrible  hazard  of  being  dragged  in  forma  committee,  into 
the  presence  of  Mr.  P.  on  the  command  of  the  text  in  2  Thess.  iii,  15,  which 
says,  "  count  him  not  as  an  enemy,  but  admonish  him  as  a  brother."  Who 
dare  ailmonish  Mr.  P.  when  he  says,  Vindication  p.  15,  line  35 — "  An  ad- 
monition from  an  ecclesiastical  body  is  a  punishment ,"  and  after  a  few  more 
sage  remarks,  as  to  his  pre-science  of  the  views  and  determinations  of  the 
Association,  adds,  "  If  this  is  notpopery  and  tyranny  ;  I  hope  we  shall  ne- 
ver know  by  experience  what  these  evils  are."  He  bids  them  by  his  text 
to  "admonish  him,"  and  then  making  his  suppositions  one  after  another,  in- 
forming them  too,  what  a  discerner  of  spirits  he  is,  and  how  well  he 
knows  their  hearts,  he  cries  out — Popes  !  Tyrants  !  What  shall  be  done  to 
pacify  him  ?  what  can  be  done  to  please  him  ?  If,  when  he  comes  honestly 
out,  and  says,  "  /  would  rather  lay  my  hands  in  the  fire,  than  lay  them  upon 
the  head  of  a  known  Socinian  ;"  and  again  makes  the  precious  conljpssion, 
"  Unitarians  and  Socinians  formerly  appeared  to  me  more  different  from 
each  other,  than  1  now  find  them  to  be,"  the  Association  consent  to  receive 
him ;  he  demands  that  they  erase  from  their  records  all  notice  of  this 
transaction,  while  Socinians  have  him  as  large  as  life  on  their  books.  If 
they  tell  him,  he  may  go  with  all  the  documents  they  can  furnish  him.  to 
the  Harmony  Presbytery,  and  ask  admission  there — they  have  no  objec- 
tion ;  he  discovers  that  no  ecclesiastical  body  is  willing  to  undertake  the 
task  of  examining*  and  passing  judgment  upon  the  proceedings  of  another 
body  with  whom  they  have  no  connexion,"  (this,  by  the  way  is  a  mistake, 
they  are  connected  by  mutual  representation)  and  that  they  are  "trifling 
with  him  in  the  most  unfeeling  manner."  As  far  as  I  can  judge,  there  is 
more  sensibility  in  this  gentleman  to  every  thing  that  regards  himself,  than 
in  any  ten  men,  and  as  little  in  relation  to  the  cause  of  Christ. 

Having  made  a  few  remarks  on  Mr.  P.'s  intimation,  (Vindication,  p.  8, 
par.  3.)  that  he  might  have  been  dealt  with  in  the  way  of  admonitio/i,  anil 
shown  from  his  temper  and  his  sense  of  importance,  what  a  dangerous  at- 
tempt th.it  would  have  been,  and  how  extreme  the  improbability,  that  it 
would  have  been  successful  ;  for  the  vindication  of  the  Association,  it  may 
be  useful  to  spend  a  word  or  two  of  remark  on  the  paragraph  marked  2,  on 

penta nee,  anil  expressing  his  willingness  to  unite  with  them  against  the  covimon  enemy. — 
Quest  2t\.  tiaa  Mr.  I',  read  or  shown  to  the  people  in  St.  Bartholomew's  the  answer  to  that 
letter  by  Mr.  Patterson? 

*  It  may  not  he  amis-  to  notice  here,  that  at  one  meeting  of  the  Association  in  Charleston, 
when  an  application  of  Mr.  P.  for  reaitmi-^on  was  Under  Consideration,  the  opinion  of  three 
Presbyterian  brethren  who  were  present,  whs  taken  on  the  subject  who  declared,  tin  \ 
could  not  see  what  the  Association  could  do  more,  anil  thought  Mr.'  P.  had  been  treat 
great  lenity.     • 
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the  same  page,  where  he  tells  ns  what  the  Presbyterian  Confession  of  Faith 
requires.  As  the  members  of  the  Association  were  not  a  Presbytery,  it  was 
going  quite  out  of  his  road  to  make  such  a  reference  as  this.  And,  as  a 
sample  of  the  consistency  of  this  gentleman,  it  is  worthy  of  notice,  that, 
while  in  the  discussion  of  the  present  Constitution  of  the  Association,  he 
vigorously  opposed  a  motion  that  was  made,  to  incorporate  in  it  a  few  doc- 
trinal articles,  indicative  of  the  faith  of  the  Association,  and  shrunk  like  a 
sensitive  plant  from  the  very  idea  of  a  human  creed,  he  now  wishes  to  be  re- 
admitted into  the  Association,  not  to  remain  with  them,  but  to  obtain  a  re- 
gular and  honorable  dismission  from  them,  that  he  may  apply  for  admis- 
sion to  the  Harmony  Presbytery.  What  an  amazing  revolution  the  mind 
of  this  gentleman  must  have  undergone  within  a  very  short  time,  that, 
whereas  he  opposed  the  admission  of  even  two  or  three  articles  into  the 
Constitution  of  the  Association,  he  can  now  succumb  to  acknowledge  (as 
he  must  do  if  he  become  a  Presbyterian)  a  Constitution  which  embodies  a 
very  considerable  number  of  doctrinal  articles.  What  dependence  can  any 
religious  body  put  in  a  man,  who  is  thus  "  every  thing  by  turns,  and  noth- 
ing long" — at  one  time  with  his  axe  upon  his  shoulder r  willing  to  head  So- 
cinians  themselves  in  the  laudable  work  of  hewing  down  all  the  creeds  in 
the  Christian  world — at  another  time,  and  a  short  time  too,  giving  up  all 
his  boasted  independence,  and  tamely  consenting,  nay  ardently  desiring  to 
be  bound,  hand  and  foot  by  the  Presbyterian  confession  of  faith.  I  suspect, 
Presbyterians,  as  well  as  Socinians,  will  say  to  him,  "  Nee  tali  auxilio."  I 
very  much  fear,  that,  far  apart  as  they  are  in  other  matters,  they  will 
"  agree  together"  to  yield  Mr.  P.  with  all  his  talents,  influence,  indepen- 
dence, and  every  thing  else  he  has,  to  which  ever  party  will  consent  to  take 
him.  And  should  Mr.  P.  ever  apply  to  the  Harmony  Presbytery  for  ad- 
mission, as  he  professes  it  is  his  de*ire  to  do,  we  shall  forfeit  for  ever  our 
character  for  prophesying,  if  he  does  not  find  himself  obliged  to  unsay  al- 
most every  thing  he  has  said  in  his  two  pamphlets,  before  he  gains  admit- 
tance there. 

Mr.  P.  goes  on  to  ask  "  How  would  Dr.  P.  have  felt,  if  he  had  been  in- 
vited to  the  ordination  of  Mr.  G.  as  Mr.  Lee  and  1  were  ?"  I  venture  to 
answei,  indignant  at  the  disrespectful  act  of  enticing  him  to  do  that,  as  an 
insulated  individual,  which  he  had  never  been  known  to  do,  but  as  a  com- 
ponent part  of  an  ecclesiastical  body,  to  which  he  belonged.  If,  however, 
he  had  reason  to  believe,  that  such  invitation  to  him  as  an  individual,  was 
given  in  consequence  of  ignorance  on  the  part  of  the  inviters,  of  the  proper 
mode  of  doing  business  of  this  kind,  he  would  in  this  case  have  written 
them  a  very  respectful  answer,  still  declining  acceptance,  on  the  ground 
above  stated,  but  cordially  assenting,  on  condition,  that,  when  the  mistake 
was  rectified,  the  gentlemen  would  apply  to  the  Association,  as  a  regular 
ecclesiastical  body,  and  obtain  their  approbation  to  the  measure.  With 
the  above  provisos,  Dr.  P.  it  is  presumed,  would  not  have  troubled  himself 
to  ascertain,  whether  the  invitation  to  him  was  "  sincere"  or  not,  but  leave 
that  question  to  be  resolved  altogether  by  the  inviters. 

The  affair  of  the  funeral  of  Mrs.  Hatter  is  the  next  in  order  in  Mr.  P.'s 
pamphlet,  and  furnishes  the  "occasion"  on  which,  says  Mr.  P.  he  (Dr.  P.) 
u  treated  them  (the  people  of  the  Archdale  congregation)  with  unprecedent- 
ed insolence,  and  Mr.  Floyd  had  practically  approved  his  conduct."  The 
only  thing  which  Dr.  P.  regrets  having  done  in  all  his  connexion  with  the 
Socinians  and  their  controversy,  or  in  all  his  conduct  towards  them — the 
only  thing  which  he  has  any  idea  requires  a  serious  and  humble  apology 
or  explanation,  is  the  affair  now  referred  to  :  and  he  sincerely  rejoices  in 
the  opportunity  to  apologize  for  one  part  of  his  conduct,  and  to  ex- 
plain another.  He  is  sincerely  sorry,  that  he  ever  consented  to  per- 
form a  funeral  service  in  the  Archdale  building,  (Mr.  P.  mistakes  in 
saying,  that  it  was  done  twice)  but  the  circumstances  were  somewhat 
peculiar,  and  calculated  perhaps  to  jwlliate,  though  by  no  means  to  justify 
the  offence.  The  deceased  had  been  a  naval  officer.  As  usual,  upon  the 
interment  of  such  persons,  tbere  is  much  military  parade  :   the  friends 
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oi  the  deceased  particularly  wished,  that  the  service  should  be  performed 
in  the  church  :  the  corpse  was  to  be  interred  in  the  Archdale  ground.  Con- 
sent was  obtained  from  some  officer  of  the  Archdale  Society,  that  the  pul- 
pit should  be  occupied.  In  a  moment  of  weakness  Dr.  P.  yielded  to  the 
wishes  of  the  friends  of  the  deceased,  and  occupied  the  pulpit,  which  per- 
haps he  ought  not  to  have  done,  when  he  was  fully  determined  not  to  re- 
turn the  compliment.  He  regretted  what  he  had  done  immediately  after, 
and  has  regretted  it  ever  since.  A  few  months  after,  occurred  the  death  of 
Mrs.  Hatter.  Application  was  made  for  the  use  of  the  pulpit  for  Mr.  Fos- 
ter, who  was  to  perform  the  funeral  service,  and  in  this  same  note  was 
contained  an  invitation  of  Dr.  P.  to  the  funeral  of  that  lady.  A  prompt 
and  proper,  but  mild  refusal  was  given  to  the  application  for  the  pulpit  ; 
and  a  situation  of  embarrassment  grew  out  of  the  invitation.  If  Dr.  P.  re- 
fused to  attend  the  funeral,  an  enemy  might  say,  he  carried  his  resentment 
so  far,  as  not  only  to  refuse  the  pulpit,  but  even  to  decline  attending  the 
funeral.  On  the  other  hand,  after  refusal  of  the  pulpit,  he  had  every  rea- 
son to  believe,  that  his  attendance  at  the  house  would  be  very  unaccepta- 
ble at  least,  if  not  grievously  offensive.  It  was  a  choice  of  difficulties  :  that 
was  chosen  which  was  considered  the  least.  He  was  still  invited,  as  the 
invitation  had  never  been  recalled. 

As  to  the  subsequent  part  of  the  offensive  conduct  on  that  occasion,  this 
is  the  explanation.  Dr.  P.'s  servant  had,  without  any  direction  from  him, 
and  without  any  particular  design,  good  or  bad,  stationed  his  vehicle  in  a 
narrow  street,  at  the  head  of  the  carriages  that  were  to  convey  the  minis- 
ters, and  to  precede  the  hearse.  When  the  ministers  were  invited  down, 
and  the  procession  was  beginning  to  be  formed,  Dr.  P.'s  vehicle  happened 
to  be  in  the  unfortunate  and  ambitious  place  already  mentioned  ;  and  it 
was  too  late  to  remedy  the  error,  and  would  occasion  too  much  confusion 
to  attempt  it,  (the  streets  also  were,  at  'the  time,  very  muddy.)  Nothing 
was  to  be  done,  but  to  make  the  best  of  existing  circumstances,  which  Dr. 
P.  did,  by  stepping  into  his  vehicle,  where  it  was;  and,  in  that  position 
preceding  the  corpse,  until  it  arrived  at  the  gate  of  the  building  in  which 
the  service  was  to  be  performed  ;  when  Dr.  P.,  believing  he  had  done  all 
he  could  do,  to  testify  respect  to  the  deceased,  and  to  surviving  friends  ; 
as  to  the  rest,  directed  his  driver  to  convey  him  home.  Such  is  the  state- 
ment of  facts,  motives,  and  circumstances,  and  the  reader  must  look  at 
them,  form  his  own  opinions,  and  make  his  own  reflections.  Happy  would 
Dr.  P.  have  been,  to  have  made  this  explanation  and  apology  four  or  five 
years  ago,  or  rather  immediately  after  the  unpleasant  occurrence  took 
place.  But,  no  proper  call  was  made,  or  opportunity  afforded.  Shortly 
after  the  event  just  mentioned,  an  anonymous  writer,  signing  himself  "Arch- 
dale," addressed  a  letter  to  Dr.  P. ;  containing  a  number  of  queries,  only  one 
of  which,  viz.  relating  to  the  affair  of  the  funeral,  Dr.  P.  cared  to  answer 
on  his  own  account  ;  though  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  answer  them  all,  on 
the  inquirer's  account.  But,  he  could  not  feel  after  and  find  him.  He  pub- 
lished a  notice  in  the  City  Gazette,  signifying  to  Archdale,  that  if  he  would 
make  himself  known,  full  satisfaction  would  be  given  him  on  all  his  points 
of  inquiry;  but,  that  no  correspondence  would  be  held  with  him  in  the 
dark.  Whoever  he  was,  he  acted  precisely  the  part  Mr.  P.  is  now  acting, 
slandering  and  censuring  in  an  anonymous  letter,  but  hiding  himself.  In 
like  manner,  Mr.  P.  publishes  slanders,  but  says,  "  I  am  not  the  author  of 
them*' — he  gives  them  circulation  in  general  terms,  and  when  called  for  his 
items  and  authorities,  contents  himself  with  saying,  **  I  did  not  make  a 
record  of  all  Dr.  P.'s  acts  of  hostility  to  that  church,  which  I  heard  from 
good  authority."  Good  authority  !  Dr.  P.  respects  an  open  above  board 
enemy  :  but  he  has  no  words  to  express  his  contempt  for  those" secret  assas- 
sins who  stall  in  the  dark,  but  dare  not  show  their  face.  "  I  leave  it," 
sayi  Mr.  P.  "  to  the  2d  Independent  Church,  if  they  should  think  it  worth 
their  while,  to  notice  his  (Dr.  P.'s)  impotent  attack,  to  disprove  his  mis 
representation  of  their  ori-in."     But    is  this  hi*  Madness  to  bi-  "  Undent 
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friends  :"  It  is  hoped,  that,  from  a  principle  of  gratitude,  if  from  no  other, 
he  will  come  forward  to  their  help,  whenever  they  undertake  the  business 
he  has  allotted  to  them. 

Two  instances  of  shameful  evasion  occur  in  his  11th  page.  One  is  in 
these  words — "  Dr.  P.  may,  if  he  pleases,  indulge  prejudices  against 
places,  and  say,  '  Can  any  good  thing  come  from  Cambridge  ?'  but  his 
prejudices  are  no  rule  for  me."  By  this  management,  he  thinks,  he  has 
completely  answered  the  question,  "What  did  Mr.  P.  suppose,  could  be 
the  motive  for  sending  away  to  Cambridge  for  a  minister  i"  he.  As  though 
it  might  be  a  merely  incidental  thing,  that  that  place  was  fixed  upon,  and 
another  incidental  thing,  that  such  and  such  places  were  resorted  to,  and 
such  and  such  men  fixed  upon  :  it  might  just  as  easily  have  happened  other- 
wise. Again,  in  the  same  page,  in  answer  to  the  remarker's  question, 
founded  on  a  slanderous  insinuation  in  Mr.  P.'s  Appeal,  "  who  is  Mr.  G.'s 
enemy,"  he  very  calmly  replies,  "  Thou  art  the  man" — and  there,  with 
lofty  indifference,  drops  the  subject,  mentally  referring  (it  would  seem)  to 
his  "  kindest  friends,"  to  make  up  what  was  deficient  in  his  information. 
If  a  class  of  sentiments,  which  any  man  or  set  of  men  hold,  are  opposed  as 
grossly  erroneous,  or  deeply  dangerous,  according  to  Mr.  P.'s  logic  and 
charity,  the  opposer  must  be  set  down  as  a  personal  enemy.  Mr.  P.  com- 
plains of  being  burdened,  on  some  occasions,  with  "  an  excess  of  charity." 
It  seems,  however,  to  be  of  a  very  specific  kind,  and  to  run  in  a  very  pecu- 
liar channel. 

Mr.  P.  in  the  same,  p.  11,  makes  the  following  reference  : — "  I  advise 
the  reader  to  consult  a  small  pamphlet  published  on  that  occasion  (the  fu- 
neral) by  Wm.  Smith."  I  am  sorry  I  have  been  unsuccessful  in  my 
attempts  to  obtain  that  celebrated  book,  which,  to  the  mortification  of  both 
the  authors,  seems  to  have  gone  down  into  oblivion.  You  may  possibly 
get  it  in  your  neighbourhood,  as  Mr.  P.,  thinking  the  Judge  had  vastly  the 
advantage  of  the  Dr.,  both  in  argument  and  in  charity,  is  known  to  have 
been  industrious  in  circulating  it. 

In  p.  12,  Mr.  P.  as  you  may  observe,  very  handsomely  explains  how  it 
was,  he  came  to  take  a  part  with  an  ordaining  council,  instead  of  acting 
with  the  Association  to  which  he  belonged.  The  question,  it  seems,  was 
not  whether  such  a  council  was  a  new  thing  in  South-Carolina,  but  whe- 
ther it  was  a  right  thing. 

In  looking  at  this  question,  he  perceived  that  there  was  another  right 
thing  which  might  be  done,  provided  the  candidate  was  a  right  man.  He 
might  be  ordained  by  the  Association.  It  is  true,  there  is  "  the  echo  of  a 
report,"  that  he  is  a  Unitarian  or  Socinian.  Such  an  echo  was  sounded  in 
Mr.  F.'s  "  warning  letter,"  to  him.  But,  every  echo  must  be  connected 
with  some  sound.  On  inquiring  a  little  further,  he  traces  it  to  Charleston, 
and  makes  the  discovery,  that  it  came  from  "  Mr.  G.'s  enemy."  The  next 
inquiry  is,  has  Mr.  Floyd  been  influenced  by  the  "  echo  of  a  report,"  and 
that  from  Mr.  G.'s  enemy  ?  After  thinking  awhile,  he  concludes  it  is  so. 
"  I  suppose  Dr.  P.  has  told  him  (Mr.  F.)  so,  and  that  is  enough  for  him." 
';  Excess  of  charity"  requires  me  to  believe,  that  Dr.  P.  has  raised  this 
slander  against  his  enemy,  and  that  Mr.  F.  wants  no  farther  proof,  than 
Dr.  P.'s  saying  so.  My  course,  therefore,  is  clear.  The  same  "  excess  of 
charity,"  requires  me  to  believe,  that  though  the  2d  Independent  Church 
did  send  to  Cambridge  for  a  minister,  it  must,  or  at  any  rate,  might  have 
been  for  some  other  purpose,  than  to  obtain  a  Unitarian  minister — though 
they  did  send  to  Baltimore,  he.  to  get  a  part  of  their  council,  charity  ut- 
terly forbids  me  to  think,  the  motive  can  be  to  get  Unitarians.  Though, 
therefore,  a  council  in  South-Carolina  is  a  new  thing,  it  is,  nevertheless,  a 
right  thing.  *  If  any  questions  should  be  asked  about  it,  I  have  my  answer 
ready — "  half  the  Association  are  irreconcileable  enemies" — "  Dr.  P.'s  and 
Mr.  F.'s  prejudices  disqualify  them  for  advising  me,"  he.  Lc. — and  both 
logic  and  charity  require,  that  I  should  consent,  and  let  the  Association  lie 
under  the  opprobium  they  so  justly  deserve. 
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Mr.  P.  reviews,  in  his  Appeal,  this  decision  with  great  approbation, 
saying,  "  I  do  believe  that  if  Mr.  G  had  come  to  the  Association  with  the 
most  orthodox  creed  that  ever  was  written,  he  would  have  been  rejected." 
Speaking  of  the  Association,  he  says  again,  page  13,  "  It  was  their  own 
fault,  not  mine,  that  they  were  not  invited  to  that  ordination."  He  is 
determined,  that  neither  himself  nor  "  his  kindest  friends,  the  Second  In- 
dependent Church,"  shall  be  blamed  on  the  occasion. 

In  connexion  with  this  part  of  the  subject,  it  may  be  proper  to  mention, 
that  Mr.  P.  wrote  a  letter  to  Dr.  P.  in  which  he  says,  in  language  and  spirit 
similar  to  the  specimens  above  adduced,  "  I  know  that  the  officers, "  viz. 
of  the  2d  Independent  Church,  "  had  good  reason  for  not  inviting  our  As- 
sociation to  ordain  their  Pastor."  It  is  to  be  hoped,  that  some  day  or 
other,  Mr.  P.  will  be  able  to  make  out  one  good  reason  for  the  unpreceden- 
ted conduct  on  that  occasion  ;  and  if  he  cannot,  he  is  now  solemnly  called 
upon  to  say,  which  of  his  "kindest  friends"  can  furnish  one.  If  he  does 
not,  both  he  and  they  are  awful  violaters  of  the  9th  commandment.  The 
true  reason  "  for  not  inviting  our  Association,"  was,  as  Mr.  P.  well  knows, 
the  Association  would  have  required,  as  they  have  done  without  a  solitary 
exception,  the  Candidate  to  read  or  deliver  publicly  before  ordination,  his 
creed — in  other  words,  his  views  and  sentiments  on  the  leading  doctrines  of 
the  Christian  system,  a  thing  which  he  equally  well  knows,  did  not  take 
place  at  that  ordination.  Mr.  P.  in  another  part  of  the  same  letter,  says, 
"If,  knowing  me  to  be  orthodox,  they  invite  me  to  perform  ministerial 
services  among  them,  have  I  not  a  right  to  presume,  they  are  not  Soci- 
nians?"  I  will  answer  this  question  by  asking  another.  If,  knowing  Epis- 
copalians to  be  (as  Mr.  Sparks  says)  worshippers  of  four  Gods,  Mr.  P. 
should  see  a  man  sitting  down  at  their  communion  table,  would  he  not 
have  a  right  to  presume,  that  thai  man  was  not  a  Socinian  ?  Mr.  P.  might 
have  a  right  to  presume  it,  as  well  as  to  presume  what  else  he  pleases  :  but 
in  this  case  he  might  presume  very  wrong.  For  it  is  a  known  fact,  that  So- 
cinians  do  this  very  thing,  though  we  would  hope  such  instances  are  far 
from  common  in  that  Church. 

As  Mr.  P.  in  his  Vindication,  has  furnished  his  readers  with  specimens  of 
private  letters  of  Dr.  P.  to  him,  arfd  has  spoken  of  "  the  style  of  his  re- 
marks," his  "  epistolary  politeness,"  you  may  feel  some  curiosity  to  pos- 
sess specimens  of  Mr.  P.'s  epistolary  politeness  to  Dr.  P.  To  gratify  you, 
I  here  insert  another  extract  from  the  letter  already  quoted  : — "  If  a  mem- 
ber of  your  Congregation  were  to  profess  himself  a  Socinian,  and  yet 
attend  your  preaching,  and  were  to  invite  you  to  converse  with  him  at  his 
house,  what  would  you  do  ?  I  hope  you  would  not  treat  him  as  you  do  the 
2d  Independent  Church.  I  am  not  answerable  for  the  orthodoxy  of  those 
to  whom  I  preach.  I  know  that  they  are  children  of  fallen  Adam,  and 
that  I  am  commanded  to  preach  the  gospel  to  as  many  creatures  of  this 
description  as  possible.  What  more  do  you  know  of  those  to  whom  you 
preach  occasionally  ?"  These  extracts  furnish  fair  specimens  both  of  Mr. 
P.'s  spirit,  and  of  bis  logic.  You  must  remember,  that  this  letter  was  writ- 
ten in  vindication  of  his  conduct  in  the  affair  of  the  ordination.  I  hesitate 
not  to  answer  for  Dr.  P.,  that  he  would  treat  every  other  Church,  the  same 
in  character  and  conduct  with  that  which  Mr.  P.  mentions,  precisely  as  he 
has  acted  towards  that.  And  as  to  his  treatment  of  individuals  in  the  way 
of  conversation  spoken  of,  I  am  perfectly  persuaded,  Dr.  P.  would  not 
make  it  a  matter  even  of  inquiry,  whether  the  Socinian  in  question  be- 
longed to  his  own  Church,  to  "  the  2d  Independent  Church,"  St.  Michael's, 
the  Qerman,  the  Baptist,  the  Methodist,  the  Mariners',  or  any  other  in  the 
city  of  Charleston,  or  any  where  else. 

But,  the  greatest  curiosity  in  the  letter  is  its  logic,  which  is  evidently  this  : 
because  Mr.  P.  may  preach  to  Socinian  sinners,  therefore  he  may  ordain 
So.  inian  ministers — because  lie  may  converse  with  Socinian  individuals, 
he  may  '•  lay  oil  hands  upon  the  head  of  a  known  Socinian."  How  he 
v  ill  reconcile  the  logic  of  his  letter,  to   the  doctrine  of  his  Vindication,  p 
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9,  where  he  thinks  thcjire  a  safer  place  to  lay  his  hands,  1  know  not:  he 
must  reconcile  his  own  inconsistencies.  But,  whenever  he  concludes  it 
best  to  adhere  to  his  logic,  and  to  let  go  his  doctrine,  I  would  recommend 
to  him,  for  consistency's  sake,  to  carry  his  logic  through,  and  because  he 
may  preach  to  drunkards,  ordain  drunkards — because  he  may  preach  to 
swearers,  ordain  swearers  ;  and  so  in  every  other  case.  I  am  persuaded, 
Dr.  P.  will  wash  his  hands  alike  from  the  spirit  and  the  logic  which  these 
extracts  breathe. 

Following   up   his  Vindication    still,  you   will  have  more  evidence  of 
the  spirit  he  is  of.     Mr.  P.  has  a  long  arm.     After  he  has  well  scourged 
some   ministers  in  his  own  neighbourhood,   whom    he  thinks,  after   all, 
he  has  treated  with  too  much  lenity,  after  branding  the  forehead  of  the 
Association,  into   which  he  was  seeking  admission,   with   the  significant 
motto — "  ignorance,  pride,  and  ambition" — he  fetches  a  stroke  at  men  of 
the  same  stamp  in  North-Carolina,  who  happened  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
his  views,  and  holds  them  up  to  the  view  of  the  world,  one  of  them   as 
jealous,  several  as  bigoted,  and  both  leaguing  together  as  persecutors  of 
him.     See  his  words  : — "  I  can  state,"  &c.  (Vindic.  p.  15.)  I  know  not  pre- 
cisely his  allusions  here,  but  whether  occurrences  are  correctly  stated  or 
not,  we  have  a  specimen  of  his  spirit  by  no  means  ambiguous.     A  speci- 
men of  it,  equally  choice,  you  have  in  the  last  paragraph  of  p.  14 — "  As 
Dr.  P.  has  taken  the  liberty  to  mention  one  out  o/  the  way  fact,  in  order  to 
throw  darkness  upon  my  character,  he  will  permit  me  to  '  tell  a    similar 
story.'     From  the  time  when  I  was  ordained  in  1810,  till  some  time  after 
the   death  of  Dr.  Hollinshead,  that  is  about  seven  years,  Dr.  P.  never  at- 
tended one  of  the  meetings  of  the  Association  ;  and  was  not  considered  a 
member.     Asa  demonstration  of  the  fact,  that,  during  that  period,  he  was 
not  considered  a  member,  I  mention  that  when  the  Rev.  Mr.  Lee  was  or- 
dained in  1816,  Dr.  P.  was  present  in  the  Congregation,  and  was  taken  no 
more  notice  of  by  the  Association,  thay  any  other  hearer.  For  about  seven 
years  he  was  no  more  connected  with  any  ecclesiastical  body  than  I  am  at 
present.     He  withdrew  from  the  Association  as  entirely  as  I  did,  but  for  a 
very  different  reason.     I  withdrew  to  escape  oppression."     I  do  not  quote 
the  remainder  of  the  paragraph,  as  If  has  no  relation  to  the  present  sub- 
ject, and  only  gives  vent  to  very  bad  feelings  of  his  heart,  and  very  base 
falsehoods  from  his  pen,  which  his  readers  ought  to  congratulate  him  for 
discharging  :  for  while  pent  up  in  his  bosom,  they  must  have  given  him  no 
little  uneasiness.     The  only  remark,  that  needs   to  be  made  upon    it,  is, 
that  Dr.  H.'s  friends  are,  I  am   persuaded,  without  an  exception,  heartily 
sick  of  such  an  advocate.     On  the  part  quoted,  I  have  to  observe,  that  Dr 
P.  during  those  "  seven  years,"  dropped  the  habit   of  attending  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Association,  for  reasons  very  substantial,  in  his  own   view,  but 
which  he  sees  no  call  nor  occasion  nOio  to  assign,  though  he  was  always 
ready  to  assign  them,  during  the  whole   of  those  "  seven  years,"  had   he 
been  called  on  for  them.     The  statement,  however,  that  he  was  not  a  mem- 
ber, or  had  not  a  right  to  attend,  is  utterly  untrue.     His  right  was  as  en- 
tire as  it  is  now,  but  he  waved  the  exercise  of  it,  and  thought  it  his  duty  so 
to  do.     At  the  end  of  those  "  seven  years,"  he  returned  of  his  own  accord, 
without  asking  leave  ;  and  Mr.  P.  seems  to  be  awkwardly  situated  in  find- 
ing himself  obliged  to  say,  that  "  the  dtfier  two  members  were  anxious  to 
have  him  admitted."     Mr.  P.  indeed,  was  an  exception,  who,  at  last,  with 
great  kindness,  "  withdrew  his  objection,"  when  his  objection  was  of  no 
avail.     But,  it  is  exceedingly  curious  for  Mr.  P.  to  wind   up  his  account  of 
this  transaction,  with  the  question — "  Did  I,  in  this  case  too,  manifest  an 
unpacific  character  ?"     Answer — Let  the  reader  judge.    Dr.  P.  never  gave 
up  his  right  to  meet  in  that  body;  in  this  sense,  never  withdrew.     "  I  with- 
drew," says  Mr.  P.  "  to  escape  oppression" — by  which,  he  means  inquiry 
into  his  conduct,  and  the  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  Association  upon 
it.     He,  however,  did  not  escape  that,  as  the  Association    proceeded   in 
their  business,  and  recorded  their  disapprobation. 
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If  Mr.  P.  undertakes,  as  in  the  latter  part  of  the  paragraph,  now  under 
consideration,  to  retail  all  as  true,  which  he  happened  to  "  hear  of,"  either 
in  or  out  of  Charleston,  "  by  the  hearing  of  the  ear,"  I  strongly  suspect 
his  "  kindest  friends,"  who,  by  this  time,  are  pretty  well  thinned  in  number, 
will  deeply  regret  the  infelicity  of  the  day,  when  they  called  upon  him  to 
"  come  and  help  them." 

Mr.  P.'s  apparent  fondness  for  collecting  and  retailing  slanders,  might 
have  had  ample  scope  for  gratification,  had  he  been  in  the  city  during  the 
last  two  months.  Fie  might  have  taken  them  up  by  the  bushel,  and  sup- 
plied the  whole  parish  in  which  he  lives,  for  several  months  to  come.  It 
has  been  a  remarkably  prolific  season  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  P.  seems  to  be  very  fond  of  bandying  the  term  heretic  ;  and  because 
Dr.  Woods,  Stuart,  kc.  have  not  used  this  term  with  application  to  Unita- 
rians or  Socinians,  he  would  represent  them  as  not  agreeing  with  Dr.  Mil- 
ler. The  fact  is,  names  are  of  no  account — these  writers  all  represent  the 
system  they  oppose,  as  uprooting  the  foundations  of  Christianity.  The 
Apostle  John,  without  affixing  any  particular  denomination  to  the  enemies 
of  the  gospel,  says,  in  very  plain  language,  "  If  any  man  come  to  you  and 
bring  not  this  doctrine,  receive  him  not  into  your  house,  nor  bid  him  God 
speed,"  &,c. 

Mr.  P.'s  pacific  character  is  brought  up  again  with  great  eclat  in  hi> 
pamphlet,  (Vindic.  p.  14,  middle  :) 

"  What  a  monstrous  perversion  has  Dr.  P.  made  of  the  fact  which  he 
has  brought  in,  to  prove  that  I  am  not  of  a  '  pacific  character !'  I  admit 
that  he  has  stated  it  correctly,  except  the  epithet  '  strenuous,'  which  he  has 
applied  to  the  opposition  which  I  made ;  but  how  uncharitable  the  infer- 
ence  !  I  honestly  believed,  that  the  fifth  article  of  the  constitution  was  an 
improper  one  ;  and  candidly  stated  the  reasons  of  that  belief.  We  had 
seen  most  unhappy  effects  result  from  measures  which  appeared  to  me  ex- 
actly similar  to  those  which  that  article  authorizes.  I  did  believe,  and  do 
believe,  that  similar  measures  would  generally  produce  the  same  unhappy 
effects  ;  but,  I  was  not  desirous  that  my  opinion  should  prevail  against  the 
opinion  of  three,  each  of  whom  I  supposed  to  be  as  wise  as  myself;  there- 
fore, though  I  might,  as  he  admits,  have  prevented  the  adoption  of  it,  I 
withdrew  my  objection.  Was  this  any  proof  of  an  unpacific  character  ? 
I  am  persuaded,  that  the  greater  part  of  enlightened  men  who  read  the 
statement,  will  rather  blame  me  for  yielding  at  last,  than  for  opposing  at 
first.  If  we  are  to  attribute  every  difference  from  our  opinions  to  an  un- 
pacific, or  some  other  detestable  disposition,  there  is  an  end  of  all  free 
and  profitable  discussion." 

Here  is  a  specimen  of  as  curious  reasoning,  as  any  part  of  Mr.  P.'s 
pamphlets  furnishes  ;  and,  taken  in  connection  with  every  thing  else  he 
has  written,  will  enable  those  who  never  knew  him  "personally,  to  form  a 
pretty  correct  opinion  of  his  temper  and.character  as  a  pacific  man.  Those 
who  know  him,  have  other  evidence,  still  more  direct  and  obvious.  How 
plainly  he  betrays  in  the  paragraph  just  quoted,  what  he  himself  is!  He 
has  shown,  in  all  his  intercourse  with  the  Association,  and  its  members, 
how  honestly  he  penned  this  sentence — "  We  have  seen  most  unhappy 
effects  result  from  measures  which  appeared  to  me  exactly  similar  to  those 
which  that  article  authorizes.  I  did  believe,  and  do  believe,  that  similar 
measures  would  generally  produce  the  same  unhappy  effects."  The  only 
unhappy  effect,  unhappy  to  the  party  himself,  who  is  unwilling  to  live  in 
peace,  by  the  measure  in  question,  is  the  iiicrease  of  his  unfriendly  dispo- 
sition, and  his  farther  removal  from  the  accommodation  aimed  it.  But,  the 
happy  effect  to  the  individual  who  is  disposed  to  "  live  peaceably  with  all 
men,"  is,  that  he  gives  fair  aud  full  evidence  to  the  world,  that  this  is  his 
amiable  and  forgiving  temper.  And  the  happy  effect  on  the  mind  of  pained 
observers,  who  have  looked  with  concern  on  such  variance  among  breth- 
ren, is,  that  they  have  it  in  their  power  to  discover,  where  the  blame  li<  I . 
who  it  is,  that  prefers  living  in  a  state  of  alienation.  Whereas,  they  might 
have  Warned  both  parties  before,  not  knowing  who  was  in  fault,  their  eyes 
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«ue  so  opened,  that  they  vindicate  the  innocent  or  the  less  guilty,  and  find 
out  which  is  the  implaml  It  parly.  The  Association,  in  forming  that  article 
of  peace,  which  Mr.  P.  opposed,  till  the virtue  of  necessity  compelled  him  to 
yield,  designed  to  heal  divisions  and  discord  in  their  incipient  stage,  and 
Mr.  P.  as  tin  only  member  in  opposition  to  it,  proved  how  unwilling  he  was 
to  have  his  conduct  officially  inquired  into  even  by  his  brethren,  when  he 
wished  to  live  in  a  state  of  hostility.  And,  when  the  whole  of  his  conduct 
is  taken  into  view — when  the  fact  i=i  stated,  that,  during  the  four  yea*s  and 
a  half  which  have  elapsed,  since  the  constitution  of  the  Association  was 
formed,  its  members  have  live?  in  the  greatest  happiness  and  harmony, 
Mr.  P.  alone  excepted,  who  was  always  at  variance  with  one  or  another, 
and  sometimes  with  several — wh*a  the  language  and  temper  which  live 
and  breathe  throughout  the  pamphlets  I  am  reviewing,  are  considered,  I 
think  lam  fully  justified  in  exprt  -nvg  the  opinion,  that,  next  to  the  in- 
ducement which  was  presented  to  Mr.  P.  in  the  honour  of  taking  part  in 
the  ordination,  out  of  which  this  controversy  has  grown,  was  the  gratifica- 
tion he  felt  in  the  opportunity  th>  s  afforded  him,  for  giving  offence  to  his 
brethren. 

It  does  not  appear  to  me  particularly  necessary  to  extend  my  observa- 
tions farther,  or  to  give  them  a  wider  range,  than  has  now  been  taken  ; 
&d  I  have  only  to  add,  that  I  hwe,  at  length,  concluded  to  send  this 
communication  to  you  in  print,  bJk-ving  that  it  is  now  called  for;  and  if 
the  writer  of  the  Vindication  should  think  it  important  to  guess  at  the  wri- 
ter of  this,  I  have  no  objection  to  his  knowing,  that  the  pen  which  pro- 
duced the  "  remarks"  on  his  Appeal,  has  also  been  employed  in  writing 
these  observations  on  his  "  Vindication,"  and  to  request  his  serious  and 
unprejudiced  attention,  and  (hat  of  his  and  my  readers,  to  what  is  here ' 
contained;  and,  much  as  he  has  ^fl^d  myself  and  others  in  both  his 
pamphlets,  I  trust  I  can  use  the  $&> t.  scition  of  the  Lord's  Prayer,  with  as 
good  and  unhesitating  a  conscience,  in  reference  to  himself,  as  to  any  per- 
son whatever.  Sincerely  desiring, 'that  he  may  have  very  much  more  than 
he  now  has,  of  "  the  mind  which  was  in  Chiist  Jesus  ;"  and  that  what  I 
have  her"  written,  may  correct  the  mistakes  into  which  yourself,  or  any  in 
you"  neighbourhood,  may  have  faB  »,  from  the  awful  misrepresentations 
rtiid  unhallowed  spirit  of  both  his  A.  -^auctions,  I  am,  truly,  yours, 

v  FRIEND  TO  TRUTH. 

P.  S.  If  Mr.  P.  after  perusing  this  pamphlet,  should  continue  to  think 
and  feel,  as  he  seems  to  have  done  in  his  Appeal  and  Vindication,  I  think 
it  will  be  incumbent  on  him  to  send  to  the  next  Lexicographer,  whom  he 
may  hear  of  as  designing  to  publish  a  Dictionary,  the  new  significations  he 
has  attached  to  several  words  in  n  recent  pamphlets — for  instance, 
Enemy,  one  who  opposes  the  doc-  •  r-'.-s  r>f  another — one  who  censures  im- 
proper conduct  in  another  ;  Persecution,  opposition  made  by  a  religious 
or  other  Society,  to  any  individual  in  his  attempts  to  overthrow  the  Consti- 
tution by  which  they  are  governed — opposition  to  the  opinions  of  others  ; 
Charity,  believing  all  opinions  equally  true  or  equally  good  ;  and  several 
other  words,  wljich  have  undergone  a  similar  change  of  signification,  by 
passing  through  Unitarian  hands. 


